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foreword 


This,  the  third  war-time  edition  of  the  Year  Book,  goes 
out  with  our  hope  that  it  may  continue  to  stimulate  and 
sustain  Rose  interest  in  these  difficult  times.  The  universal 
appeal  of  the  Rose  will  persist  even  during  periods  of  anxiety 
and  stress,  and  it  will  continue  to  offer  a  means  of  obtaining 
relaxation  and  temporary  escape  from  the  burdens  that  bear 
heavily  upon  us,  thereby  assisting  us  to  gain  strength  and 
poise  with  which  to  face  subsequent  problems  as  they  arise 
with  fortitude  and  increased  efficiency.  Let  us,  then,  permit 
the  Rose  to  fulfil  its  lofty  mission  by  continuing  to  devote  a 
portion  of  our  limited  leisure  time  to  its  welfare.  The  Rose 
will  respond  to  this  moderate  investment  with  gratifying 
dividends. 

We  are  grateful  to  all  those  who  have  assisted,  through 
contributions  of  material  and  otherwise,  in  the  preparation  of 
this  volume,  and  we  are  deeply  indebted,  also,  to  the  adver- 
tisers whose  co-operation  has  made  its  publication  possible. 
Members  are  urged  to  show  their  appreciation  by  patronizing 
these  advertisers  and  by  indicating  that  such  patronage  is 
due  to  the  support  which  the  advertisers  lend  to  the  Society's 
activities. 


The  Editor 
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THE  ROSE  SOCIETY  OF  ONTARIO 


THE  ANNUAL  MEETING 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario  was 
held  once  again  in  the  Botany  Building  of  the  University  of 
Toronto  on  26th  November,  1941,  with  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton, 
President  of  the  Society,  occupying  the  chair. 

Minutes  of  the  Annual  Meeting,  27th  November,  1940 

On  a  motion  of  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster,  duly  seconded  by 
Mr.  A.  J.  Trebilcock,  and  carried,  the  minutes  of  the  Annual 
Meeting  held  on  27th  November,  1940,  were  taken  as  read. 

Report  of  the  President  for  the  year  1941 

Mr.  A.  A.  Norton,  President,  then  presented  his  annual 
report  as  follows: 

Fellow  Members  and  Friends: 

This  meeting  marks  the  end  of  another  year  of  the 
activities  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario.  The  season  was 
not  marked  by  any  outstanding  display  of  bloom  but  many 
of  our  members  reported  better  than  average  success,  par- 
ticularly in  localities  where  the  atmospheric  conditions  were 
more  favourable  than  in  Toronto  and  other  large  centres. 

April  did  not  provide  us  with  the  usual  abundant  rain- 
fall, and  the  dry  weather  continued  until  late  May,  with  the 
result  that  our  Roses  did  not  develop  as  well  as  in  other  years. 
The  last  week  in  May  was  quite  warm  and  the  first  week  in 
June  saw  many  Roses  in  bloom.  This,  I  believe,  was  the 
earliest  our  Roses  have  favoured  us  with  flowers. 

Unfortunately,  when  making  arrangements  for  the 
annual  Rose  Exhibition,  your  Committee  could  not  gaze  into 
a  crystal  ball  and  see  just  when  your  gardens  would  be  at 
their  best,  and  thus  assist  you  by  having  the  Exhibition 
arranged  for  that  time.  Since  many  tickets  had  been  sold 
and  other  arrangements  had  been  made,  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Committee  to  advance  the  date  when  it  was  apparent 
the  best  blooms  would  be  over  by  the  date  set  for  the  show. 

Permission  was  obtained  for  the  Exhibition  to  be  adver- 
tised under  the  auspices  of  the  Evening  Telegram  British 
War  Victims'  Fund,  and  your  Committee  was  greatly  en- 
couraged by  the  response  of  the  members  and  the  public  at 
large.  I  should  like  to  pay  special  tribute  to  Mr.  L.  A.  Leslie, 
who  sold  two  hundred  advance-sale  tickets. 
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The  Exhibition  was  held  in  The  Eaton  Auditorium,  and 
Lady  Eaton  graciously  honoured  us  by  officially  opening  the 
show.  While  neither  the  quality  nor  quantity  of  bloom  was 
up  to  the  standard  of  other  years,  the  Show  as  a  whole  was 
very  good  indeed;  the  displays  of  climbing  Roses,  I  think, 
being  above  the  average.  As  the  morning  of  the  Show  passed 
many  of  the  older  members  sensed  something  was  not  as  it 
should  be.  This  was  explained  by  the  absence  of  our  old 
friends,  Mr.  Henry  Bertram,  Colonel  H.  A.  Rose,  and  E.  D. 
Smith  &  Sons,  Limited,  without  whose  exhibits  the  Rose 
Show  did  not  seem  the  same.  However,  we  were  cheered  by 
the  presence  of  many  new  exhibitors,  whom  I  am  sure  we  shall 
see  again  next  year  with  larger  displays. 

As  the  summer  passed,  the  continuance  of  dry  weather 
prevented  our  Roses  from  making  favourable  growth,  with 
the  result  that  the  bloom  in  August  and  early  September  was 
not  up  to  the  average.  The  bloom  in  late  September  and 
October,  however,  was  very  pleasing  and  many  of  us  were 
favoured  with  Roses  in  November.  It  was  my  own  good 
fortune  to  have  a  fair  bouquet  of  yellow  Hybrid  Teas  as  late 
as  November  ..5th.  Can  anyone  name  any  other  floral  species 
which  will  favour  us  with  bloom  over  a  period  of  five  months  ? 

Some  mildew  and  blackspot  was  in  evidence  this  year, 
but  I  think  you  will  agree  it  was  less  troublesome  than  in 
other  seasons.  I  regret  that  several  Toronto  members  report 
the  presence  of  midge  this  year.  While  this  pest  has  infested 
gardens  in  the  Niagara  and  Fort  Erie  districts  in  other  years, 
this,  I  believe,  is  the  first  year  it  has  been  noticed  in  the 
Toronto  district.  Midge  can  be  controlled  by  the  method 
described  in  the  1941  Year  Book,  but  unfortunately  Dichlor- 
ethyl  ether  is  one  of  the  many  chemicals  whose  use  has  been 
restricted  by  the  Chemical  Controller,  and  I  am  afraid  we 
shall  have  to  find  some  other  means  of  control. 

It  was  with  regret  we  learned  of  the  illness  and  subsequent 
passing  of  Mr.  Seely  B.  Brush,  who  had  been  active  in  the 
Society  for  many  years  and  who  was  one  of  our  most  loyal 
supporters.  W^hile  in  recent  years  the  condition  of  his  health 
did  not  permit  of  the  continuance  of  his  earlier  activities,  he 
will  long  be  remembered  for  his  advice  and  counsel.  Mr. 
Brush  was  Treasurer  of  the  Society  for  many  years  and  at  the 
time  of  his  death  was  Honorary  Treasurer.  The  Society 
extended  expressions  of  sympathy  to  members  of  his  family. 
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The  membership  and  financial  reports  which  will  be 
presented  later  will  make  it  clear  to  all  of  us  the  need  for 
continued  activity  in  obtaining  new  members  of  our  Society. 
Each  year  many  members  fail  to  renew  their  memberships, 
and  I  feel  that  some  greater  effort  should  be  made  to  en- 
courage these  former  members  to  resume  their  associations 
with  our  Society. 

Your  Directors  feel  that  for  the  duration  of  the  struggle 
in  which  we  are  engaged  our  Exhibition  must  be  held  for  the 
benefit  of  some  worthy  charity.  I  am  sure  that  we  can  obtain 
even  greater  success  in  1942  by  the  co-operation  of  all  our 
members  in  selling  tickets  and  exhibiting  our  Roses. 

At  present  we  only  send  out  three  Bulletins  each  year. 
We  should  like  to  issue  at  least  five  annually  but  our  present 
financial  status  does  not  warrant  this  extra  expenditure.  The 
cost  of  the  Year  Book  has  been  curtailed  the  last  two  years 
by  the  omission  of  coloured  prints  and  further  curtailment 
may  be  necessary  unless  there  is  an  improvement  in  our 
finances. 

In  many  Societies,  similar  to  our  own,  there  is  nearly 
always  some  one  person  who  seems  to  be  the  moving  spirit  in 
the  activities.  In  our  Society  I  feel  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster  is  this 
person,  and  I  wish  to  thank  him  on  behalf  of  the  Society  for 
his  untiring  efforts  in  editing  the  Year  Book,  his  interest  in 
our  Test  Garden,  Exhibition  and  Membership  Committees. 
Thanks  are  also  due  to  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp  for  his  efficient  work 
as  Secretary-Treasurer;  to  Mr.  A.  E.  Brown,  who  again 
guided  our  Exhibition  to  success;  to  Mr.  L.  A.  Leslie  for  his 
excellent  work  as  Chairman  of  the  Membership  Committee, 
and  to  Dr.  Rolph  who  is  Chairman  of  the  Test  Garden  Com- 
mittee. Your  Directors  have  been  quite  "generous  in  ex- 
pending so  much  time  and  energy  in  furthering  the  work  of  the 
Society  and  I  wish  to  thank  them  all  for  their  loyal  support. 

Financial  Report 

Mr.  J.  M.  Philp,  Secretary-Treasurer,  presented  the 
Financial  Report  as  follows: 

December  1st,  1940,  to  November  26th,  1941 

Despite  the  heavy  demands  that  the  war  is  imposing 
upon  our  financial  resources  and  our  leisure  time,  the  Society 
has  fared  quite  well  during  the  past  year,  and  better  I  think 
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than  could  normally  be  expected  considering  the  circum- 
stances. The  total  income  inclusive  of  the  balance  of  $45.63 
brought  forward  from  last  year  amounted  to  $1,628.86.  The 
total  expenses  were  1,514.56,  leaving  a  balance  of  $114.30  to 
be  carried  forward  to  1942. 

We  are  again  happy  to  report  that  during  the  year  the 
Society  was  again  able  to  meet  its  current  expenditure. 

It  is  disappointing  to  note  that  the  membership  has  not 
improved,  and  was,  in  fact,  actually  less  than  in  1940  when 
$537.00  was  received  from  375  members.  This  year  $519.00 
was  received  from  324  members.  It  is  worth  noting  that, 
while  there  are  51  members  fewer  than  last  year,  the  loss  of 
revenue  is  only  $18.00.  This  is  mainly  due  to  the  splendid 
co-operation  of  many  members  who  this  year  took  out  Sus- 
taining Memberships  to  assist  the  Society  to  carry  on  its 
work.  The  revenue  received  from  this  source  was  $110.00 
compared  with  $80.00  last  year.  In  addition,  the  revenue 
received  from  the  active  membership  was  increased  by  $18.00. 
This  indicates  a  real  interest  on  the  part  of  the  members  in 
the  financial  affairs  of  the  Society. 

The  highlight  of  the  year  was,  of  course,  the  Annual  Rose 
Show  and  our  donation  of  $278.03  to  the  British  War  Victims' 
Fund.  Much  of  the  credit  for  the  financial  success  of  the 
Show  is  due  to  the  T.  Eaton  Company,  Limited,  who  kindly 
permitted  the  use  of  the  Eaton  Auditorium  free  of  charge. 

There  was  again  an  increase  in  the  number  of  tickets 
sold.  In  1940  $1 18.65  was  received  from  the  sale  of  members' 
tickets  and  $240.40  was  received  from  the  advance  sale 
tickets.  This  year  $130.65  and  $247.35  was  received  respec- 
tively. 

Once  again  the  Year  Book  fell  short  of  paying  its  way 
from  advertising  receipts,  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  we  shall 
do  better  in  the  future. 

I  have  the  itemized  figures  of  Receipts  and  Payments 
which,  if  desired,  I  can  give ;  otherwise  the  Financial  Statement 
in  all  its  detail  will  be  included  in  the  Year  Book. 

J.  M.  PHILP, 

Secretary- Treasurer 
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On  a  motion  of  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp,  seconded  by  Mr.  A.  E. 
Brown,  the  Financial  Report  was  adopted.  A  copy  of  the 
audited  statement  appears  on  a  succeeding  page. 

After  the  re-election  as  Auditors  for  the  year  1942  of 
Messrs.  L.  A.  Winter  and  G.  C.  T.  Pemberton  reports  of  the 
Exhibition  and  Test  Garden  Committees  were  presented 
respectively  by  Mr.  A.  E.  Brown  and  Dr.  A.  H.  Rolph.  The 
presentation  of  these  reports  was  followed  by  the  election  of 
Directors  for  the  year  1942,  based  upon  the  recommendations 
of  the  Nominating  Committee  appointed  by  the  President, 
and  whose  Chairman  was  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster. 

Address 

The  President  then  introduced  the  speaker  of  the  evening, 
Mr.  R.  W.  Thompson,  Provincial  Entomologist,  who  is  a 
member  of  the  staff  of  the  Ontario  Agricultural  College, 
Guelph,  Ont.,  and  whose  subject  was  "Insect  Enemies  of  the 
Rose."  Mr.  Thompson  kindly  consented  to  permit  the 
publication  of  his  address,  and,  with  some  subsequent  revision 
by  himself,  it  appears  on  succeeding  pages  of  this  volume. 

Following  the  address  by  Mr.  Thompson,  Dr.  S.  Cope- 
land,  who  is  an  amateur  photographer  of  consummate  skill, 
kindly  presented  several  reels  of  motion  film  depicting  in 
natural  colour  a  number  of  garden  scenes  featuring  both 
Roses  and  other  garden  subjects. 

The  President  then  expressed  on  behalf  of  the  Society 
our  thanks  to  Mr.  Thompson  and  Dr.  Copeland  for  the  very 
notable  contributions  which  they  had  made  toward  the  suc- 
cess of  the  event,  and  to  the  Governors  of  the  University  of 
Toronto  for  their  courtesy  in  permitting  the  use  of  the  aud- 
itorium of  the  Botany  Building,  after  which  the  Annual 
Meeting  was  brought  to  a  close. 
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FINANCIAL  REPORT 

STATEMENT  OF  RECEIPTS  AND  PAYMENTS 
December  1st,  1940  =  November  26th,  1941 


RECEIPTS 

Membership  Fees: 

Sustaining  -    $  110.00 

Associate  -     195.00 

Active  --  -  -   214.00 

 $519.00 

Premium  on  U.S.  Funds  $  1.50 

Exchange  Remitted   1.75 

Advertising     ....  394.28 

Prize  Fund     85.00 

Donation  ,   25.00 

  507.53 

Rose  Show: 

Members'  Tickets...  $  130.65 

Pre  Sale   247.35 

Entry  Fees.   26.45 

Auction  Sale     75.25 

Door  Admissions   77.00 

  556.70 


$1,583.23 

PAYMENTS 

British  War  Victims'  Fund    $  278.03 

Honorarium...   200.00 

Postage   64.00 

Exchange     5.37 

Annual  Meeting   4.00 

Insurance     44.03 

Printing  and  Stationery   27.66 

Exhibition   256.02 

Year  Book   476.50 

Sundries   18.00 

Spring  Meeting   21.20 

Advertising   119.75 

 $1,514.56 

RECAPITULATION 

Receipts  $1,583.23 

Balance  from  1940   45.63 

 $1,628.86 

Payments   1,514.56 


Balance  on  hand  $  114.30 

Audited  and  found  correct. 

L.  A.  Winter, 
G.  C.  T.  Pemberton, 
November,  1941.  Auditors 
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REPORT  OF  TEST  GARDEN  COMMITTEE 

A  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Test  Garden  Com- 
mittee were  able  to  make  two  visits  to  the  Test  Garden 
during  the  past  season.  The  first  was  on  June  29th,  the 
second  on  September  7th.  Although  the  garden  was  rather 
a  poor  one  for  the  most  part,  owing  to  insufficient  rain,  the 
showing  of  roses  was  nevertheless  comparatively  good,  espec- 
ially in  September  when  the  cooler  weather,  beginning  this 
year  in  the  second  half  of  August,  brought  out  a  plentiful 
supply  of  bloom.  Our  curator,  Mr.  Taylor,  tells  us  that  the 
best  showing  of  bloom  was  about  one  week  prior  to  the  second 
visit  of  the  Committee. 

Basing  their  findings  on  what  they  were  able  to  see  on 
these  two  visits  together  with  Mr.  Taylor's  report  covering 
the  behaviour  of  the  roses  throughout  the  course  of  the  season, 
your  Committee  have  recommended  that  Certificates  of 
Merit  be  awarded  to  the  following  five  roses: 

1.  Conard  &  Pyle's  Seedling  No.  3023 — since  named 
"Dr.  Kirk."  A  Hybrid  Tea  with  prolific  habits  and  fairly 
strong  growth.  Buds  are  long,  coppery-coloured;  open 
blooms,  shapely,  rose  or  cerise  with  a  strong  suffusion  of 
orange;  they  have  good  substance  and  last  well.  Although 
not  very  distinctive  in  form  or  colour,  this  promises  to  be  a 
good  garden  rose. 

2.  Jackson  &  Perkins  Seedling  No.  34=2662 — since  named 
"Reveille."  A  Hybrid  Tea  of  good  form,  medium  size;  colour 
a  rich  deep  salmon  with  yellow  base  to  petals.  The  plant  is 
a  strong  grower  and  apparently  resistant  to  Black  Spot.  The 
blooms  have  been  only  moderately  numerous. 

3.  Eutin.    This  is  another  large-flowered  Hybrid  Poly- 

antha  such  as  we  are  accustomed  to  see  come  from  the  firm 
of  Kordes,  and  it  is  one  of  the  showiest  yet,  being  a  light 
crimson  or  cerise.  The  individual  blooms  are  exceptionally 
large  and  come  in  ample  panicles  throughout  the  season.  The 
plants  are  very  vigorous,  hardy  and  resistant  to  disease. 

4.  Orange  Triumph.  A  dwarf  polyantha  rose  of  prolific 
habits  and  astonishing  colour,  a  curiously  vivid  blending  of 
orange  and  cerise.  There  is  a  certain  harshness  in  this  colour, 
but  it  impresses  itself  on  the  eye  from  a  great  distance, 
whether  you  like  it  or  not.  With  many  other  colours  in  the 
rose  garden  it  can  be  depended  on  to  produce  the  "clash  that 
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can  be  heard  for  miles."  The  blooms  are  of  the  small,  old- 
fashioned  type,  borne  in  large  panicles,  on  strong  plants.  It 
is  another  seedling  from  Kordes. 

5.  Swantje.  Here  is  another  good  decorative  rose  of 
the  Hybrid  Polyantha  type.  It  comes  from  Tantau,  another 
German  grower,  although  the  name  is  typically  Dutch  and 
suggests  that  it  originated  in  happier  days  than  these.  Unlike 
the  others,  this  little  rose  has  nothing  vivid  about  it,  for  its 
blooms  are  a  refreshing  white  with  creamy  bases  to  the  petals. 
The  buds  are  very  dainty  and  the  open  blooms,  of  moderate 
size,  are  borne  in  fine  clusters  which  give  excellent  effect  in 
the  garden  all  season  long.  As  the  growth  is  comparatively 
low  and  bushy,  this  variety  appears  ideal  for  foreground  plant- 
ing in  rose  beds. 

A  number  of  other  new  roses  of  considerable  interest 
were  studied  by  the  committee  and  may  receive  awards  at  a 
later  date. 

A  very  charming  one  was  a  seedling  from  Frank  Cant  of 
Colchester,  England,  named  Eulalia  Berridge,  which  appears 
to  be  a  cross  between  a  Polyantha  and  a  Wichuraiana,  being  in 
effect  a  dwarf,  everblooming  form  of  White  Dorothy  Perkins. 
The  foliage  is  especially  attractive,  being  small,  neat  and  very 
glossy. 

The  Committee  is  again  indebted  to  Mr.  Taylor  and  his 
staff  at  Guelph  for  carrying  on  the  work  of  caring  for  the  Test 
Garden  and  recording  results  under  the  trying  conditions 
imposed  by  the  war.  We  must  count  ourselves  fortunate 
that  the  Garden  can  be  continued  at  all  during  these  tragic 
days. 

On  behalf  of  the  Test  Garden  Committee, 

Albert  H.  Rolph, 

Chairman. 


THE  ANNUAL  ROSE  SHOW,  1941 

The  27th  Annual  Exhibition  of  the  Society  was  held  in 
the  Eaton  Auditorium,  College  Street,  Toronto,  on  Monday, 
June  23rd,  1941.  The  event  was  officially  opened  at  3.30 
p.m.  by  Lady  Eaton,  who  emphasized  the  importance  of  a 
continuance  of  garden  interest  as  an  antidote  to  war  weariness 
and  an  escape  from  anxiety.  Lady  Eaton  displayed  a  keen 
interest  in  the  exhibits,  and  a  wide  knowledge  of  horticulture. 
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She  was  introduced  by  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton,  President,  and  at 
the  conclusion  of  her  remarks  was  presented  with  a  bouquet 
of  roses,  on  behalf  of  the  Society,  by  Mrs.  A.  Gow. 

While  the  actual  attendance  was  not  as  great  as  last 
year,  the  energy  of  the  members  of  the  ticket  committee  in 
disposing  of  advance  sale  tickets,  and  the  co-operation  of 
the  members,  enabled  your  Directors  to  hand  over  the  sum 
of  $278.00  to  the  British  War  Victims'  Fund  sponsored  by  the 
Toronto  Evening  Telegram. 

In  spite  of  the  season,  a  good  display  was  staged,  perhaps 
rather  heavier  than  usual  in  the  decorative  classes,  as  many 
of  the  growers  found  their  Hybrid  Teas  were  past  their  best 
due  to  the  very  warm  spring  and  the  exceptional  heat  immed- 
iately preceding  the  date  of  the  show.  The  total  number  of 
exhibitors  was  actually  two  more  than  in  1940,  while  the  total 
number  of  exhibits  was  considerably  less.  This  can  be 
accounted  for  by  the  total  absence,  or  very  limited  repre- 
sentation, of  some  of  the  more  extensive  growers  who  have 
in  the  past  exhibited  in  many  classes.  While  the  average 
quality  of  the  blooms  had  apparently  suffered  from  the 
intense  heat,  there  were  some  of  exceptionally  fine  quality, 
particularly  the  specimen  of  Snow  White,  H.T.,  exhibited 
by  Mr.  A.  H.  Trapnell  of  St.  Catharines,  which  was  awarded 
the  P.  H.  Mitchell  Challenge  Trophy  for  the  best  rose  in  the 
show.  The  Harry  Oakes  Trophy  for  the  greatest  number  of 
points  was  won  by  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill  of  Fort  Erie  North. 

The  date  chosen  for  the  show  may  have  been  criticized 
by  some  as  being  too  late.  This  is,  however,  a  difficult 
problem,  as  arrangements  must  be  made  considerably  in 
advance,  when  it  is  difficult  to  forecast  the  season.  Another 
matter  that  caused  considerable  difficulty  was  the  reservation 
of  a  suitable  hall,  both  the  Royal  York  and  King  Edward 
Hotels  being  fully  booked  up,  and  the  Eaton  Auditorium 
only  available  for  a  limited  number  of  days. 

The  thanks  of  the  Society  are  extended  to  the  Parks 
Department  for  their  help  and  co-operation  by  the  excellent 
display  of  roses  and  loan  of  palms  to  decorate  the  hall,  to 
Messrs.  Endean  Nurseries  and  Sheridan  Nurseries  for  the 
excellent  non-competitive  displays,  to  the  Dale  Estate, 
Brampton,  for  the  very  lovely  baskets  of  roses,  and  to  the 
Ontario  Agricultural  College,  Guelph,  for  their  extensive 
display  of  roses. 

A.  E.  Brown, 
Chairman,  Exhibition  Committee 


AWARDS  OF  THE  1941  SHOW 
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AWARDS  OF  THE  1941  SHOW 


Class       First  Prize 


Second  Prize 


Third  Prize 


1  No  Entry 

2  No  Entry 

3  No  Entry 

4  No  Entry 

5  No  Entry 

6  No  Entry 

7  No  Entry 

8  D.  C.  Patton 

9  D.  C.  Patton 

10  A.  J.  Webster 

11  Mrs.  Walter  Moore 

12  D.  C.  Patton 

13  No  Entry 

14  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

15  D.  C.  Patton 

16  D.  C.  Patton 

17  D.  C.  Patton 

18  D.  C.  Patton 

19  A.  J.  Trebilcock 

20  A.  J.  Webster 

21  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

22  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

23  A.  A.  Norton 

24  A.  H.  Trapnell 

25  A.  H.  Trapnell 

26  A.  H.  Trapnell 

27  A.  H.  Trapnell 

28  A.  H.  Trapnell 

29  R.  Hawley 

30  J.  Black 

31  No  Entry 

32  Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 

33  F.  F.  Dufton 

34  F.  F.  Dufton 

35  Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 

36  No  Entry 

37  J.  B.  McKechnie 

38  A.  H.  Trapnell 

39  A.  A.  Norton 

40  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

41  A.  A.  Norton 

42  J.  G.  Beare 

43  Mrs.  J.  Wayling 

44  J.  R.  Walsh 

45  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

46  Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 

47  J.  B.  McKechnie 

48  J.R.Walsh 

49  L.  A.  Leslie 


A.  A.  Norton 


A.  J.  Trebilcock 

J.  G.  Beare 

A.  J.  Trebilcock 

D.  C.  Patton 

E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mrs.  W.  Moore 
J.  T.  Cowley 
A.  Selwood 

Mrs.  Walter  Moore 


Mrs.  Walter  Moore 
J.  Black 
J.  Black 


Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 
Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 
Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 
F.  F.  Dufton 

A.  J.  Webster 
E.  W.  Tyrrill 
E.  W.  Tyrrill 
A.  H.  Trapnell 

Miss  O.  Brush 
A.  J.  Webster 
A.  J.  Webster 
A.  A.  Norton 
E.  W.  Tyrrill 
A.  H.  Trapnell 
L.  A.  Leslie 
A.  J.  Webster 


J.  G.  Beare 


F.  F.  Dufton 
A.  Selwood 


A.  J.  Trebilcock 
E.  W.  Tyrrill 
W.  H.  Mole 


Mrs.  J.  Cowley 
L.  A.  Leslie 

L.  A.  Leslie 

J.  E.  Stark 

A.  H.  Trapnell 


E.  W.  Tyrrill 

E.  W.  Tyrrill 

J.  G.  Beare 

L.  A.  Leslie 

Miss  E.  M.  Harcourt 

Mrs.  J.  Wayling 

E.  W.  Tyrrill 

Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 
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Class 


First  Prize 


Second  Prize 


Third  Prize 


50  Mrs.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

51  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

52  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

53  Mrs.  Alex.  Duncan 

54  Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 

55  Mrs.  J.  Way  ling 

56  Mrs.  A.  C.  McMaster 

57  A.  H.  Trapnell 

58  L.  A.  Leslie 

59  A.  J.  Webster 


J.  R.  Walsh 

A.  A.  Norton 
A.  A.  Norton 
J.  T.  Cowley 
Mrs.  Alex.  Duncan 
Mrs.  A.  A.  Norton 
E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mrs.  W.  Moore 
C.  A.  Snowdon 


Best  Rose  in  the  Show— D.  C.  Patton 
Sweepstakes  Prize — E.  W.  Tyrrill 


Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 

J.  Black 
J.  G.  Beare 

L.  A.  Leslie 

Mrs.  A.  A.  Gow 

A.  Selwood 

E.  W.  Tyrrill 

Mrs.  A.  C.  McMaster 
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DEFENCE  AGAINST  THE  INSECT  BLITZ 

R.  W.  Thompson,  Provincial  Entomologist,  Dept.  of  Entom= 
ology,  Ontario  Agricultural  College,  Guelph 

We  have  the  tendency  in  these  days  to  refer  to  attacks 
by  any  enemy  as  a  "blitz."  The  word  itself  really  implies  an 
attack  of  a  surprise  character  and  primarily  involving  speed. 
It  is  submitted,  therefore,  that  in  discussing  insect  enemies 
of  our  roses  and  other  garden  plants  the  term  is  quite  appro- 
priate. In  the  case  of  many  insect  enemies  it  is  the  speed  of 
their  attack  which  gives  them  not  only  initial  success  but 
permits  them  to  retain  such  positions  as  they  have  occupied 
in  our  gardens.  In  the  case  of  insects  it  helps  considerably 
to  have  as  much  information  as  possible  about  the  enemy, 
his  appearance  and  his  habits.  The  purpose  of  this  article 
is  to  provide  some  of  that  information. 

There  will  not  be  so  many  insects  to  fight  if  you  will 
make  a  practice  of  gathering  and  burning  early  each  spring, 
before  any  growth  begins,  all  dead  plants  and  all  refuse  in 
the  garden,  because  this  will  destroy  some  troublesome  pests 
which  winter  upon  or  under  dead  plants  or  other  rubbish  and 
which  are  difficult  to  control  in  the  growing  season. 

Insects  are  almost  always  more  easily  killed  when  they 
are  young  and  small.  Moreover,  destruction  of  them  at  that 
time  will  lessen  to  a  great  extent  the  damage  done.  Hence 
be  on  the  lookout  during  the  whole  season  to  see  that  the 
insects  never  get  a  good  start.  When  only  a  few  insects  are 
present  the  simplest  method  of  control  may  be  to  hand-pick 
and  destroy  them  by  crushing  or  burning.  There  are  some 
insects,  such  as  some  of  the  rose  leaf  rollers,  for  which  hand 
picking  is  about  the  only  successful  control  method. 

Every  gardener,  however,  has  from  time  to  time  to  use 
insecticides  to  combat  his  pests  and  it  is  therefore  very  im- 
portant that  he  know  how  to  use  them  intelligently.  To  do 
so  he  should  keep  in  mind  that  almost  all  injurious  insects 
may  be  divided  into  two  great  classes,  based  on  the  kind  of 
mouth  they  have.  There  are,  first,  the  insects  with  biting 
mouthparts,  and  second,  those  with  sucking  mouths.  Cater- 
pillars and  beetles  are  good  examples  of  the  first  class  and 
aphids,  or  plant  lice,  and  leaf-hoppers  of  the  second.  Biting 
insects  are  commonly  combated  with  stomach  poisons  and 
sucking  insects  with  contact  poisons. 

In  the  accompanying  chart  the  injury  and  time  of  year 
at  which  it  may  be.  expected  are  listed  for  the  common  enemies 
of  our  roses  in  Ontario.  Control  measures  for  these  are  also 
given. 
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The  insects  which  have  been  mentioned  in  the  accom- 
panying control  chart  are  largely  rose  pests.  Space  will  not 
permit  the  inclusion  of  a  further  list  of  ornamental  plant 
insects.  Some  rose  insects  have  been  omitted  from  the  list 
also.  Those  described,  however,  are  the  common  enemies 
which  occur  year  by  year  in  the  average  garden.  Some  of 
these  have  been  described  in  previous  year  books  of  this 
Society. 

In  connection  with  insect  or  fungus  troubles  of  roses  and 
other  garden  plants  the  suggestion  is  made  that,  when  these 
cannot  be  identified,  they  be  forwarded,  in  the  case  of  insects, 
in  metal  or  glass  containers  to  the  writer  of  this  article. 
Fungus  troubles  should  be  sent  to  Professor  J.  E.  Howitt, 
Department  of  Botany,  O.A.  College,  Guelph.  . 


ROSES,  RHEUMATISM  AND  RELATIVITY 

By  Dr.  L.  M.  Massey 
Professor,  Plant  Pathology,  Cornell  University,  Ithaca,  N.Y. 

(Editor's  Note:' — Through  the  courtesy  of  Dr.  J.  Horace  McFarland, 
Editor  of  The  American  Rose  Society's  Annual,  we  are  permitted  to 
reproduce  the  following  very  valuable  discussion  of  our  major  Rose 
troubles  by  America's  outstanding  authority  on  the  subject.  The  article 
originally  appeared  in  the  1941  Edition  of  The  American  Rose  Society's 
Annual  and  we  are  deeply  grateful  for  the  privilege  of  permitting  our 
members  to  benefit  from  the  elucidation,  advice  and  counsel  of  Dr.  Massey, 
who,  it  will  be  recalled  with  pleasure,  paid  us  a  visit  in  1932  upon  the 
occasion  of  The  American  Rose  Society's  Annual  Spring  Meeting  which 
was  held  in  Toronto  in  that  year.) 

No  two  gardens  are  entirely  alike.  Most  of  us  have  had 
the  experience  of  seeing  plants  nourish  in  a  neighbouring 
garden  and  do  poorly  in  our  own.  That  there  is  this  diversity 
of  environment,  with  resulting  differences  in  its  response,  is 
generally  recognized.  A  trip  across  this  broad  country  of 
ours  impresses  one  with  this  fact  because  it  sharpens  the 
focus  on  the  grosser  aspects  of  the  problem  of  good  roses.  It 
will  be  obvious  to  the  traveler  that  the  problem  confronting 
the  gardener  is  that  of  adjusting  his  methods  to  the  soil  and 
climatic  conditions  under  which  he  is  operating.  Varieties 
come  to  us  with  potentialities,  fixed  by  inheritance,  to  be 
realized  by  providing  them  with  conditions  necessary  for  the 
expression  of  these  characteristics  or  qualities.  Not  always 
is  it  feasible,  in  our  particular  environment,  to  provide  the 
essential  conditions,  but  intelligent  effort  will  so  greatly 
enlarge  the  range  that  we  may  grow  many  sorts  which  fail 
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to  respond  under  unintelligent  handling.  For  the  rose  is 
truly  adaptable,  and  amazes  us  with  its  gratifying  response 
if  we  but  give  it  a  fair  chance. 

Because  the  more  important  diseases  of  the  rose  are 
caused  by  living  organisms,  each  responding  in  its  own  way 
to  a  given  environment,  variation  in  the  occurrence  and 
prevalence  of  diseases  becomes  conspicuous  as  one  travels. 
It  is  certainly  true  that  factors  other  than  disease  also  vary; 
but  the  dual  inter-relationship  between  host  and  pathogen, 
in  the  response  of  each  to  the  environment,  brings  the  vari- 
ation of  this  factor  of  disease  into  sharp  focus. 

Having  noted  these  differences,  a  bit  of  reflection  brings 
the  realization  that  similar  differences,  even  if  less  con- 
spicuous, must  exist  within  different  sections,  and,  in  the 
final  analysis,  from  garden  to  garden  or  even  plant  to  plant. 
And  having  reached  this  point  of  recognizing  that  environ- 
ment is  related  to  disease,  and  the  importance  of  an  apprec- 
iation of  this  relationship,  the  most  difficult  hurdle  to  disease 
control  has  been  cleared.  Disease  is  a  relative  matter,  in- 
volving the  three-cornered  inter-relationship  of  host  (the 
rose),  parasite  (for  example,  the  black-spot  fungus)  and 
environment.  It  is  in  the  hope  of  contributing  something  to 
this  important  background  of  the  relative  character  of  disease, 
so  essential  to  successful  control  measures,  that  this  article 
is  being  written,  bringing  up  to  date  control  efforts  for  the 
major  rose  troubles. 

BLACK=SPOT 

Because  of  its  wide  distribution  and  destructiveness,  black-spot, 
caused  by  the  fungus  Diplocarpon  rosae  Wolf,  is  the  most  serious  disease 
of  roses  in  this  country.  Its  characteristic  symptoms  are  spotting  and 
yellowing  of  the  foliage,  with  premature  defoliation.  Much  attention 
has  been  given  the  disease  and  its  control,  as  reference  to  this  and  past 
numbers  of  the  Annual  will  show,  and  the  relation  between  the  disease 
and  the  environment  has  been  rather  completely  worked  out. 

Importance  of  wet  foliage.  Lyle  found  from  his  study  of  the  disease 
as  it  occurs  in  greenhouses  that  water  on  the  foliage  rather  than  tem- 
perature is  the  deciding  factor  in  black-spot  occurrence  and  prevalence; 
that  the  spores  are  freed  and  disseminated  by  water;  and  that  the  leaf 
must  be  wet  continuously  for  a  minimum  period  of  six  to  seven  hours 
(depending  on  temperature)  for  infection  from  spores  to  occur. 

Observations  on  black-spot  agree  with  the  findings  of  laboratory  and 
greenhouse  studies  as  set  forth  above.  The  disease  flourishes  in  sections 
of  the  country  where  summer  rains  occur,  and  the  more  frequent  the  rains 
the  more  prevalent  the  disease.  This  is  true  in  both  the  warmer  and 
cooler  parts  of  the  country.  Further,  in  areas  of  high  humidities,  as  for 
example  near  the  coast  where  the  condensation  of  moisture  on  the  foliage 
occurs  frequently,  gardeners  experience  severe  black-spot  and  difficulty 
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in  its  control.  Then  there  is  the  common  observation  of  the  seasonal 
occurrence  of  the  disease  with  a  high  incidence  in  wet  seasons  and  little 
or  no  black-spot  in  dry  seasons. 

Relation  of  wet  foliage  to  control.  The  key  to  the  control  of  black- 
spot  lies  in  our  knowledge  of  the  relations  of  the  environment,  largely  the 
relation  of  water  to  the  disease.  The  fungus  hibernates  in  the  leaves' — 
old  ones  on  the  ground  if  the  plant  becomes  dormant,  as  in  the  North,  or 
attached  to  the  plant  on  living  leaves  in  the  South,  especially  during  mild 
winters.  The  spores  are  disseminated  by  splashing  or  dripping  water; 
they  must  have  water  for  their  germination,  and  they  can  only  penetrate 
if  the  leaf  is  wet  continuously  for  a  period  of  six  to  seven  hours.  While 
sanitary  measures,  involving  the  gathering  and  destruction  of  infected 
leaves,  are  important  factors  in  reducing  the  amount  of  black-spot  and  in 
maintaining  clean  gardens,  plant  protection  through  spraying  or  dusting 
has  been  found  necessary  under  conditions  favoring  the  disease.  The 
problem  is  that  of  anticipating  the  periods  when  the  foliage  will  be  wet 
(rains,  dews,  fogs,  or  water  from  the  hose)  for  six  hours  continuously  and 
of  spraying  or  dusting  the  plants  in  advance  of  these  periods.  The  timing 
of  the  applications,  based  on  our  knowledge  of  moisture  relations,  is  very 
important ;  and  the  degree  to  which  this  is  effectively  done  constitutes  the 
measure  of  success  or  failure  to  obtain  control.  Effective,  satisfactory 
fungicides  are  available,  both  as  dusts  and  sprays. 

POWDERY  MILDEW 

Powdery  mildew,  caused  by  the  fungus  Sphaerotheca  pannosa  (Wallr.) 
Lev.  var.  rosae  Wor.,  probably  occurs  wherever  roses  are  grown.  It  is  a 
disease  of  roses  in  the  greenhouse  as  well  as  in  the  open,  and  under  con- 
ditions favoring  its  development  may  occur  in  epiphytotic  severity. 
Probably  all  cultivated  varieties  are  susceptible,  although  not  to  the  same 
degree.  In  seasons  and  in  areas  favorable  to  mildew  few  of  the  reputed 
resistant  roses  escape  the  attack  of  the  fungus.  The  conspicuous  white 
to  grayish  white  patches,  powdery  in  appearance  because  of  the  great 
number  of  spores  formed  on  foliage,  canes  and  flower  buds  are  familiar 
to  all  who  grow  roses;  and  equally  familiar  is  the  damage  done' — dwarfing 
and  distortion  of  young  tips,  leaves  and  blossoms,  with  discoloration  and 
even  defoliation. 

Throughout  the  greater  part  of  its  range,  powdery  mildew  is  not  espec- 
ially severe  except  under  certain  local  conditions,  in  certain  season  or 
limited  periods  during  the  season,  and  on  certain  varieties,  especially  some 
Climbers  and  Ramblers.  No  one  who  ever  grew  the  old  Crimson  Rambler 
failed  to  learn  what  mildew  could  do  in  ruining  blossom  clusters.  In  the 
Cornell  University  Garden,  powdery  mildew  may  usually  be  found  through- 
out the  season  on  Hybrid  Teas,  Climbers  and  Ramblers.  It  is  sometimes 
severe  on  certain  varieties  and  more  prevalent  than  usual  in  the  garden. 
But  by  and  large  the  disease  does  no  great  amount  of  damage.  This 
situation  exists  in  most  eastern  gardens.  But  elsewhere,  notably  in  Cal- 
ifornia, under  conditions  where  black-spot  is  ordinarily  not  a  seriuos 
problem,  mildew  frequently  is  very  severe  unless  held  in  check  by  spraying 
or  dusting.  Also,  the  disease  is  regularly  severe  in  greenhouses  in  certain 
sections  of  the  country.  Moreover,  it  is  severe  in  most  houses  at  certain 
times  in  the  year,  notably  during  the  spring  and  autumn  when  uniform 
temperatures  are  maintained  with  difficulty.  It  has  also  been  noted  to 
be  especially  destructive  at  times  when  the  plants  are  making  rapid,  soft 
growth.  One  observation  frequently  made  is  that  the  disease  starts  in 
the  greenhouse  near  the  door,  or  opposite  a  broken  pane  of  glass.  This 
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agrees  with  the  experience  of  greenhouse  men  who  have  found  it  important 
to  maintain  uniform  temperatures,  avoiding  sudden  changes,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  rapid  development  and  spread  of  the  disease. 

Relation  of  environment  to  mildew.  Both  the  variation  in  the 
occurrence  of  mildew  locally,  seasonally,  and  regionally,  and  observations 
on  conditions  favoring  its  occurrence  and  prevalence  in  greenhouses 
point  clearly  to  the  important  relation  of  environment  to  infection  and 
development.  That  differing  strains  of  the  mildew  fungus  do  exist  seems 
probable;  but  there  is  no  evidence  to  support  the  possibility  that  this 
accounts  for  the  variations  in  prevalence  as  noted  above.  Nor  does  the 
fact  alter  the  situation  that  the  hop  mildew  fungus,  Sphaerotheca  humuli 
(DC.)  Burr.,  has  been  held  to  occur  on  roses  in  the  United  States.  Aside 
from  the  possibility  of  strains  of  the  rose  mildew,  and  of  the  occurrence  of 
more  than  one  species  of  Sphaerotheca,  there  is  plenty  of  evidence  to 
establish  the  fact  that  differences  in  the  environment  account  for  the 
prevalence  and  severity  of  the  disease  in  gardens  and  greenhouses  in 
different  sections  of  the  country.  The  relation  of  the  environment  to 
powdery  mildew  has  been  studied  in  detail  by  Dr.  Karla  Longree  and  the 
following  data  are  taken  largely  from  her  results. 

Temperature.  Temperature  may  influence  mildew  either  directly 
through  its  effect  on  the  fungus,  or  indirectly  through  its  effect  on  hum- 
idity. On  the  first  point,  the  spores  will  germinate  over  a  relatively  wide 
range,  the  minimum  being  37°,  the  maximum  91°  and  the  optimum  for 
its  development  being  64-75°  F.  There  is  a  good  development  of  mycelium 
between  52°  and  82°,  with  an  optimum  between  64°  and  77°  F.  The 
temperature  limits  for  sporulation  are  narrower  than  for  mycelial  develop- 
ment, no  sporulation  being  found  below  48°  nor  above  81°  F.  The  most 
favorable  temperature  for  spore  formation  seems  to  be  about  70°  F. 
That  the  development  of  the  fungus  as  affected  by  temperatures  is  not  a 
simple  matter  was  evident  from  Dr.  Longree's  study,  but  it  was  found 
that  because  of  the  wide  range  within  which  the  fungus  may  develop  it  is 
not  feasible  to  control  the  disease  through  manipulation  of  greenhouse 
temperature.  Favorable  temperatures  for  the  fungus  correspond  too 
closely  to  those  most  favorable  for  the  growth  and  blossoming  of  the  rose. 
Also,  it  seems  probable  that  the  direct  influence  of  temperature  on  the 
fungus  does  not  explain  the  variation  of  the  disease  in  occurrence  over  the 
country. 

Humidity.  The  relation  of  moisture  to  infection  and  the  development 
of  mildew  has  been  found  to  be  very  interesting  and  important.  It 
probably  explains  much  of  the  observed  variation  in  the  prevalence  of 
the  disease.  This  effect  of  moisture  is  not  a  simple  story,  and  of  course 
it  involves  a  consideration  of  temperature  since  the  relative  humidity  of 
the  air  is  affected  by  the  temperature. 

In  the  case  of  the  black-spot  fungus,  water  is  essential  for  the  germ- 
ination of  the  spores,  and  this  is  true  of  fungi  in  general.  But  in  the  case 
of  the  mildew  fungus,  spores  in  a  drop  of  water  germinate  poorly  or  not 
at  all.  Good  germination  occurs  at  a  relative  humidity  of  about  97  per 
cent  to  about  99  per  cent,  falling  off  at  99.8  to  100  per  cent.  At  and 
below  95  per  cent  relative  humidity,  germination  is  very  low.  There  is 
no  germination  below  75  per  cent  relative  humidity.  However,  spores 
on  the  surfaces  of  leaves  are  able  to  germinate  when  the  plants  are  kept 
in  a  very  dry  atmosphere.  Also,  decreasing  relative  humidity  results  in 
sparser  development  of  mycelium  and  spores  although  both  can  take  place 
when  the  plants  are  growing  under  relatively  dry  conditions,  for  example, 
a  relative  humidity  of  21  to  22  per  cent. 
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Although  the  interplay  of  temperature  and  humidity,  each  with  its 
effect  on  the  fungus,  makes  the  problem  a  very  complex  one,  the  infection 
we  now  have  enables  us  to  understand  why  mildew  is  worse  under  certain 
conditions  and  in  certain  sections  of  the  country.  Short  periods  of  high 
temperatures  may  favor  germination  of  the  spores,  and  also  the  matur- 
ation of  the  spores;  and  high  temperatures  hasten  the  aging  of  spores 
with  resulting  loss  in  germinability.  Periods  of  high  temperatures  are 
favorable  to  the  spores  when  they  alternate  with  periods  of  low  temper- 
atures favorable  for  longer  life  of  the  spores.  In  the  area  on  the  Pacific 
Coast  where  mildew  is  severe,  warm  days  with  cool  nights  and  high 
humidities  prevail  through  the  growing  season,  and  the  combination  seems 
to  be  favorable  to  mildew.  The  answer  to  the  question  of  why  mildew 
develops  in  the  greenhouse  in  the  vicinity  of  doors  is  probably  that  the 
air  currents  disseminate  the  spores,  freeing  them  as  soon  as  they  have 
reached  maturity  and  acquired  germinability,  thus  assuring  a  continuous 
stream  of  inoculum  of  excellent  quality.  Moreover,  the  drafts  may  well 
increase  relative  humidities  by  lowering  the  temperatures,  giving  favorable 
conditions  for  the  onset  and  development  of  the  disease. 

There  is  evidence  that  frequent  syringing  of  plants  will  reduce  mildew; 
and  since  the  spores  germinate  poorly  or  not  at  all  in  water,  and  since  the 
syringing  may  well  disrupt  the  spore-chains  and  wash  the  spores  from  the 
plants  and  into  the  soil  where  they  are  lost,  it  is  not  difficult  to  understand 
why  syringing  may  aid  in  reducing  the  disease.  But  under  most  con- 
ditions under  which  roses  are  grown  it  is  not  feasible  to  control  mildew  by 
syringing,  since  wet  foliage  is  favorable  for  black-spot. 

Control  of  mildew.  The  disease  cannot  be  controlled  even  under 
greenhouse  conditions  through  regulation  of  temperature  and  relative 
humidity;  but  by  keeping  both  as  low  as  is  feasible  for  good  roses,  and  by 
avoiding  drafts  and  fluctuations  in  temperature,  much  can  be  done  to 
reduce  its  severity.  The  gardener  must  certainly  resort  to  the  use  of 
fungicides.  In  gardens  where  black-spot  necessitates  a  routine  schedule 
of  sprays  or  dusts  for  protection  of  the  plants,  mildew  is  usually  held 
sufficiently  in  check  by  these  sprays.  Sulphur-containing  fungicides  are 
more  effective  than  those  depending  on  copper.  Under  conditions  espec- 
ially favorable  for  mildew,  sulphur  dust  used  as  an  eradicant  (killing 
fungus  after  it  appears)  is  not  effective,  while  a  sulphur  spray  is  effective, 
if  it  contains  a  wetting  agent  to  bring  about  penetration  of  the  oily,  myce- 
lial growth.  The  amount  of  spraying  to  be  done  will  depend  on  how 
favorable  the  environmental  conditions  are  for  the  disease. 

RUST 

Although  it  is  a  serious  disease  in  England,  rust,  caused  by  one  or 
more  species  of  Phragmidium,  is  not  a  serious  and  wide-spread  disease  of 
garden  roses  in  the  United  States.  Climate  seems  to  provide  part  of  the 
answer.  The  disease  occurs  regularly  in  California  and  farther  north 
on  the  west  coast,  and  on  occasion,  as  in  1940,  following  an  exceptionally 
mild  winter  when  many  plants  continued  in  leaf,  it  is  present  in  epipy- 
totic  severity.  With  many  roses  produced  in,  and  distributed  from 
California,  it  seems  highly  probable  that  the  fungus  has  been  introduced 
on  diseased  plants  into  other  sections,  many,  many  times.  The  apparent 
explanation  is  that  the  climate  over  most  of  the  country  is  unfavorable 
for  the  establishment  and  continuation  of  the  fungus.  But  additional 
facts  indicate  that  the  problem  may  not  be  so  easily  answered.  In  the 
Cornell  University  rose  garden  rust  has  occured  regularly  on  certain 
species  of  roses  over  a  period  of  years,  and  the  wild  roses  in  the  woods, 
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fields  and  fence  rows  are  almost  universally  affected.  This  would  seem 
to  provide  ample  evidence  that  the  fungus  can  maintain  itself  under  the 
climatic  conditions  existing  in  western  New  York.  Then  why  does  not  the 
disease  occur  generally  on  our  Bybrid  Teas,  Climbers,  etc.,  in  New  York 
State?  The  answer  to  this  question  is  not  at  hand,  but  work  is  under 
way  which  should  not  only  explain  the  reasons  for  the  present  range  of 
the  fungus  but  should  answer  the  problem  of  control. 

In  the  case  of  the  rust  fungi,  including  the  genus  Phagmidium,  there 
is  a  high  degree  of  specialization.  There  are  nine  species  of  Phagmidium 
on  rose,  separated  by  relatively  slight  difference  in  their  morphology. 
Certain  species  are  thought  to  be  limited  to  certain  species  of  roses.  The 
symptoms  of  the  disease  are  fairly  similar  on  all  species  and  varieties, 
regardless  of  the  species  or  strain  of  the  fungus  involved.  There  remains 
the  probability  of  strains  within  the  species.  While  a  possible  explan- 
ation for  the  prevalence  of  rust  on  Hybrid  Teas  on  the  west  coast  and  its 
absence  in  gardens  elsewhere  is  that  the  particular  strain,  or  strains,  attack- 
ing our  Hybrid  Teas  have  not  yet  been  widely  distributed,  a  more  probable 
explanation  would  seem  to  lie  in  the  difference  in  climates.  It  is  inter- 
esting to  note  in  passing  the  similarity  in  climates  between  California 
and  England  with  the  disease  prevalent  in  both  places. 

Symptoms  of  rust.  A  yellowing  of  the  leaves  followed  by  premature 
defoliation  is  the  most  conspicuous  symptom  of  rose  rust.  Pustules,  the 
fruiting  structures  of  the  fungus,  are  formed  on  the  undersides  of  the 
leaves,  those  during  the  growing  season  being  orange-yellow  in  color.  In 
the  late  summer  and  autumn  the  fungus  produces  black,  thick-walled 
spores,  and  with  the  formation  of  these  the  pustules  become  black  in  color. 

Control  of  rust.  In  a  garden  other  than  in  an  area  such  as  California 
where. the  disease  occurs  regularly,  in  which  rust  has  but  recently  appeared, 
it  would  probably  be  advisable  to  take  extreme  measures  to  eradicate  the 
fungus  even  to  the  destruction  of  the  infected  plants.  Infected  leaves 
should  be  removed  and  destroyed,  in  so  far  as  feasible,  and  some  evidence 
exists  that  heavy  pruning  prior  to  the  start  of  growth  in  the  spring  is 
helpful.  When  the  plants  become  dormant  or  semi- dormant  during  the 
winter  all  of  the  old  leaves  should  be  stripped  from  them  and  burned. 
Frequent  spraying  or  dusting  with  a  good  fungicide,  preferably  one  con- 
taining sulphur  as  the  active  ingredient,  should  give  control.  Spraying 
or  dusting  should  start  as  soon  as  the  new  leaves  appear,  following  dor- 
mancy, and  continue  at  about  weekly  intervals  throughout  the  season. 
During  periods  of  rain  and  at  times  when  the  plants  are  making  rapid 
growth,  it  may  be  necessary  to  make  two  applications  a  week  to  provide 
adequate  coverage.  It  is  essential  that  the  undersides  of  the  leaves  be 
covered  since  infection  takes  place  there,  and  that  the  coverage  be  thorough. 

ANTHRACNOSE 

While  the  environment  is  important  in  all  diseases,  and  space  here 
will  not  permit  reciting  the  facts  we  have,  even  granting  that  for  most 
diseases  we  have  little  information  on  conditions  favoring  their  develop- 
ment, mention  should  be  properly  made  of  one  additional  disease,  namely, 
anthracnose,  caused  by  the  fungus  Sphaceloma  rosarum  (Pass.)  Jenkins. 
This  disease  is  described  in  detail  in  the  1938  Annual  (page  136). 

In  our  Cornell  University  rose  garden,  anthracnose  may  be  regularly 
found  on  the  Van  Fleet  roses — and  on  others  having  in  general  a  similar 
type  of  leaf.  It  is  known  to  occur  across  the  country,  being  prevalent 
annually  in  California  on  such  roses  as  Silver  Moon,  yet  it  just  as  regularly 
does  not  attack  a  wide  range  of  varieties,  the  Hybrid  Teas  remaining 
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generally  free  from  infection.  Why?  Prior  to  the  spring  of  1940  which 
I  spent  in  California,  I  would  have  said  because  of  the  parentage  of  these 
varieties  such  as  the  Van  Fleet  roses,  possibly  because  of  Wichuraiana 
blood  in  them.  This  may  yet  prove  to  be  the  correct  answer  in  part. 
But  in  the  Napa  Valley  in  California  a  large  garden  was  visited  where 
practically  every  plant  in  the  garden,  including  the  Hybrid  Teas,  had  its 
foliage  heavily  spotted  with  anthracnose,  with  some  defoliation.  Was 
there  another  strain  of  the  fungus  in  this  garden  in  California.  And  will 
this  particular  strain  spread  and  become  serious  in  other  gardens  over  the 
country?  Or  was  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  in  California  due  to  en- 
vironmental conditions  favoring  the  disease?  We  do  not  have  the  answer, 
but  we  are  at  work  on  the  problem. 

OTHER  DISEASES 

At  one  time,  over  a  period  of  years,  brand  canker  (Coniothyrium 
wernsdormae)  was  prevalent  and  severe  in  the  Cornell  garden,  with 
eivdence  that  its  existence  there  was  due  to  the  manner  of  winter  protection. 
When  the  practice  of  providing  the  Climbers  with  heavy  winter  protec- 
tion, especially  covering  them  with  soil,  was  discontinued  in  favor  of 
tying  them  down  but  giving  them  no  further  protection  than  permitting 
the  late  growth  of  grass  to  cover  them,  brand  canker  disappeared  from  the 
garden.  And  in  this  same  garden  there  is  regularly  a  fungous  disease, 
Cerocospora  leaf-spot,  on  certain  species  roses,  including  Rosa  Woodsii, 
R.  Woodsii  var.  Fendleri,  R.  multiflora,  R.  pisocarpa,  R.  gymnocarpa, 
and  virginiana  var.  alba,  which  is  more  destructive  than  black-spot,  and 
yet  confines  itself  year  after  year  to  a  very  limited  number  of  species  and 
varieties.  The  only  varieties  so  far  observed  to  be  affected  are  Souv. 
d'Ernest  Thebault  and  Andre  Louis,  although  it  is  reported  as  occurring 
on  Baltimore  Belle  and  Queen  of  the  Prairies. 

It  will  be  obvious  from  the  above  facts  and  observations 
that  disease  is  a  relative  matter,  with  environment  playing 
a  very  important  role  in  determining  what  we  have  in  the  way 
of  diseases  in  our  gardens.  That  varieties  also  differ  in  their 
susceptibility  to  disease,  depending  on  their  parentage,  is 
equally  true.  Records  on  the  instances  and  susceptibility  of 
varieties  to  a  given  disease  must  include  the  environmental 
conditions  to  be  of  much  value,  and  it  is  probably  true  that 
the  correct  answer  can  only  be  found  by  tests  as  to  resistance 
conducted  under  controlled  conditions.  The  breeder  must 
know  if  his  material  has  true  resistance  if  he  is  to  use  it  effec- 
tively. And  then  there  is  the  question  of  producing  varieties 
that  may  be  of  grester  susceptibility  to  another  disease, 
perhaps  to  the  Cercospora  leaf-spot  referred  to  above,  while 
in  search  of  varieties  resistant  to  such  a  disease  as  black-spot. 

But  the  problem  facing  the  breeder  is  still  more  com- 
plicated by  our  knowledge,  somewhat  recently  obtained,  that 
the  fungi  themselves  are  hybridizing,  producing  new  strains 
with  different  potentialities  in  so  far  as  infection  of  varieties 
and  strains  of  plants  is  concerned.    Is  there  a  new  strain  of 
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the  anthracnose  fungus  in  the  California  garden  mentioned 
above  that  accounts  for  the  serious  attack  on  varieties  which 
heretofore  were  not  observed  to  be  affected? 

I  would  not  for  a  moment  discourage  the  hybridizer  who 
is  searching  for  disease-resistant  varieties.  More  attention 
needs  to  be  given  this  problem.  There  are  many  instances 
on  record  where  breeding  has  solved  disease  control  problems. 
But  it  is  equally  important  that  the  breeder  comprehend  the 
complexity  of  the  problem,  with  its  many  possibilities.  The 
same  thing  may  be  said  of  the  attempt  at  disease  control 
through  nutrition.  No  one  realizing  the  complexity  of  this 
problem  can  scare  up  much  enthusiasm  for  the  solution  of 
rose  diseases  through  fertilization  or  soil  adjustment,  but 
nevertheless  the  problem  is  worthy  of  trial,  and  a  good, 
thorough-going  attack  at  this  time  seems  warranted. 

In  all  this  there  should  be  no  discouragement  to  the 
sincere  rose-grower.  Over  any  ten-year  period  a  candid 
observer  must  agree  that  despite  the  changing  diseases  and 
"bugs"  we  are  growing  many  more  roses  and  much  better 
roses  each  decennium.  A  process  of  selection  is  also  pro- 
ceeding, as  much  of  rose-growers  as  of  roses  and  their  nurture. 
The  modern  grower  who  really  enjoys  the  fascinating  sport 
in  which  he  is  engaging  is  becoming  independent  of  diffi- 
culties with  any  one  set  of  varieties,  and  he  picks  around  until 
he  finds  those  that  will  do  well.  He  is  becoming  a  real  rose- 
grower  ! 


Oh  yes,  "What  about  the  rheumatism?"  asks  the  aching 
Editor.  Well,  "You've  got  something  there,"  if  your  pains 
or  aches  are  tuned  to  the  weather,  as  some  maintain,  with 
warning  of  approaching  storms  or  rains.  Sprays  and  dusts 
are  still  indicated  for  disease  control,  and  they  must  go  on 
in  advance  of  the  rain. 

As  to  the  Einsteinian  relativity  relation,  any  reader  has 
already  agreed  to  the  idea  as  he  has  read  this  survey. 

So  what? 
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SYMPOSIUM:  THE  BEST  TWELVE  HYBRID 
POLYANTHAS 

The  Editor 

Encouraged  by  favourable  comment  on  the  discussions 
of  Exhibition  Hybrid  Teas  and  Climbers  which  appeared 
respectively  in  the  1939  and  1940  Editions  of  the  Year  Book 
it  was  decided  this  yesr  to  consult  a  number  of  competent 
observers  with  a  view  to  determining  the  best  twelve  varieties 
of  the  presently-popular  Hybrid  Polyantha  class.  Members 
of  this  group  appear  to  be  steadily  increasing  in  favour,  owing, 
no  doubt,  to  their  relative  ease  of  culture,  their  hardiness  and 
disease  resistance,  and  their  ability  to  provide  almost  con- 
tinuous colour  in  the  garden  throughout  the  growing  season. 
In  the  majority  of  cases  Roses  classified  as  Hybrid  Polyanthas 
carry  in  varying  proportions  the  blood  of  the  Dwarf  Poly- 
anthas and  Hybrid  Teas,  but,  in  recent  years,  varieties  of 
more  mixed  ancestry  have  made  their  appearance.  For 
instance,  Peach  Blossom,  Valerie  and  Eulalia  Berridge  all 
reveal  definite  indications  of  Wichuraiana  influence,  while 
Poulsen's  Yellow,  Poulsen's  Pink,  Poulsen's  Copper,  and 
possibly  others,  betray  Pernetiana  characteristics.  In  a 
number  of  cases  attempts  at  improvement  in  the  quality  of 
the  blooms  through  increasing  the  proportion  of  Hybrid  Tea 
blood,  while  successful  in  their  objective,  have  resulted  in  a 
serious  decline  in  the  prolificacy  and  continuity  of  bloom 
production.  This  situation  is  exemplified  strikingly  in  the 
variety,  Minna  Kordes,  which  also  is  known  as  "World's 
Fair."  Perfection  has  not  as  yet  been  attained  and  experi- 
mentation, no  doubt,  will  continue  with  the  return  of  con- 
ditions which  will  admit  of  the  profitable  pursuit  of  peaceful 
objectives. 

For  purposes  of  this  discussion  we  requested  twelve  ex- 
perienced growers  to  submit  lists  of  their  respective  selections, 
arranged  in  order  of  preference,  and  supported  by  their  com- 
ment on  the  factors  which  influenced  their  choice.  Nine  of 
those  whose  co-operation  we  sought  responded  promptly, 
while  two  expressed  a  desire  to  be  excused  from  participation 
in  the  discussion,  and  one  chose  to  ignore  our  request.  The 
nine  participants  are  as  follows:  Mrs.  A.  Alan  Gow,  Toronto, 
Ont.;  Messrs.  R.  Marion  Hatton,  Harrisburg,  Pa.;  D.  C. 
Patton,  Islington,  Ont;  G.  S.  Raymond,  Waterloo,  Ont.; 
Dr.  A.  H.  Rolph,  Weston,  Ont.;  Messrs.  Leon  Smith,  Winona, 
Ont.;  J.  C.  Taylor,  Guelph,  Ont.;  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Fort  Erie 
North,  Ont.,  and  A.  J.  Webster,  Toronto,  Ont. 
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It  is  well  known,  of  course,  that  variety  behaviour  varies 
widely  in  different  gardens,  owing  to  the  variations  in  soil 
and  moisture  conditions  in  different  localities  as  well  as  to 
those  in  the  cultural  methods  employed  by  the  respective 
garden  operators.  It  was  not  to  be  expected,  therefore,  that 
unanimity  of  opinion  would  be  forthcoming  in  such  a  ques- 
tionnaire as  that  which  we  have  conducted.  It  naturally 
follows  that  the  subjoined  list  of  selections,  representing  the 
combined  judgment  of  nine  arbiters,  is  of  substantially  greater 
significance  than  would  be  a  list  of  selections  compiled  by 
one  grower  and  necessarily  based  upon  observations  made 
under  a  single  set  of  conditions. 

,  As  previously  intimated,  the  varieties  on  the  nine  lists 
submitted  were  arranged  in  the  order  of  preference,  and,  as 
in  the  past,  we  have  followed  the  practice  of  allotting  twelve 
points  for  a  first  choice,  eleven  for  a  second  choice,  and  so  on, 
concluding  with  one  point  for  a  twelfth  choice.  On  this  basis 
the  results  are  as  follows : 

Year 

Variety         Introduced         Originator  Points 

1.  Donald  Prior  1934    D.  Prior  &  Son,  Ltd   94 

2.  Else  Poulsen  ...1924    D.  T.  Poulsen.   78 

3.  Anne  Mette  Poulsen  1935    S.  Poulsen   60 

4.  Betty  Prior  ....1934    D.  Prior  &  Son,  Ltd   35 

(5.    Karen  Poulsen  ..1933    D.  T.  Poulsen   31 

\6.    Erna  Grootendorst.— 1938    Rien  Grootendorst   31 

1 7.    Kirsten  Poulsen  1924    D.  T.  Poulsen   29 

^8.    Madge  Prior  1934    D.  Prior  &  Son,  Ltd   29 

[9.    Smiles   1937    J.  H.  Nicolas   29 

10.  Snowbank   1937    J.  H.  Nicolas   27 

f  1 1  -  Salmon  Spray  ...1923    Patrick  Grant   26 

\12.  Eutin  ...1940    Wilhelm  Kordes   26 

[13.  Minna  Kordes  1938    Wilhelm  Kordes.   26 

Had  we  employed,  in  arriving  at  our  final  order  of  place- 
ment, the  alternative  method  of  allowing  one  point  for  each 
time  the  name  of  a  variety  appeared  on  a  list,  and  regardless 
of  its  order,  the  result  would  have  been  as  follows:  (1)  and  (2) 
— equal — Donald  Prior  and  Else  Poulsen,  (3)  Anne  Mette 
Poulsen,  (4)  and  (5) — equal — Betty  Prior  and  Snowbank, 
(6)  to  (11)  inclusive — equal- — Kirsten  Poulsen,  Madge  Prior, 
Mevrouw  Van  Straaten  Van  Nes,  Smiles,  Orange  Triumph 
and  Minna  Kordes,  (12)- — equal — Karen  Poulsen,  Salmon 
Spray  and  Rosenelfe.  The  varieties  to  have  been  dropped 
on  this  basis  of  approach  would  have  been  Eutin  and  Erna 
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Grootendorst,  while  Mevrouw  Van  Straaten  Van  Nes,  Orange 
Triumph  and  Rosenelfe  would  have  been  admitted  to  the 
ranks  of  the  preferred  dozen. 

Four  of  the  selections  were  raised  in  Denmark,  three  in 
England,  two  each  in  the  United  States  and  Germany,  one 
in  Holland  and  one  in  Australia. 

It  is  of  interest  to  note  that  the  aggregate  number  of 
varieties  listed  by  the  contributors  was  no  less  than  thirty- 
five,  indicating  wide  diversity  of  opinion.  In  two  cases 
varieties  which  ranked  first  on  lists  failed  to  find  enough 
additional  support  to  enable  them  to  qualify  for  a  position  on 
the  final  list.  Donald  Prior  and  Else  Poulsen  each  appeared 
on  all  nine  lists,  Anne  Mette  Poulsen  on  seven,  Betty  Prior 
and  Snowbank  on  six,  Kirsten  Poulsen,  Madge  Prior,  Smiles 
and  Minna  Kordes  on  five,  Karen  Poulsen,  Salmon  Spray 
and  Eutin  on  four,  while  Erna  Grootendorst  appeared  on 
only  three  lists,  as  did  also  the  excellent  varieties,  Firefly, 
Rosenelfe  and  Dagmar  Spath.  No  less  than  seventeen 
varieties  were  mentioned  on  only  one  list  each.  Varieties  which 
failed  by  a  narrow  margin  to  qualify  for  the  favoured  dozen 
were  Orange  Triumph,  with  twenty-five  points,  and  Firefly, 
with  twenty-four  points. 

Certain  recent  introductions  which  are  rated  highly  by 
their  respective  sponsors,  but  which  apparently  are  not  widely 
known,  failed  to  obtain  support  from  more  than  one  contrib- 
utor. These  are  Little  Miss  Muffet,  Dainty  Maid  and  Topaz, 
nominated  by  Mr.  Raymond;  Joyous,  by  Mr.  Smith;  Swantje, 
by  Dr.  Rolph,  and  Eulalia  Berridge,  by  Mr.  Taylor.  It  is 
probable  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  some  or  all  of  these 
Roses  will  earn  for  themselves  more  widespread  popularity. 

Let  us  consider  briefly  the  claims  of  the  thirteen  popular 
selections : 

Donald  Prior' — Of  vigorous,  bushy  habit,  and  with  an 
abundance  of  healthy  foliage,  the  outstanding  characteristic 
of  this  Rose  is  its  brilliant,  unfading,  scarlet-crimson  colour. 
The  large  semi-double  blooms  are  produced  singly  or  in  small 
groups  very  freely  in  June  and  early  July,  somewhat  sparingly 
in  midsummer,  but  generously  again  in  the  autumn.  Frag- 
rance is  claimed  for  it  by  some  of  my  friends  but  I  myself  have 
been  unable  to  detect  scent.  Mr.  Patton  quite  properly 
emphasizes  the  beauty  of  the  gay,  golden  stamens  against  the 
rich  crimson  petals,  and  all  the  critics  agree  that,  regardless 
of  weather  conditions,  there  is  practically  no  loss  of  richness 
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in  the  colour  tints  throughout  the  various  stages  of  develop- 
ment. This  Rose  topped  the  lists  of  Messrs^  Patton,  Smith 
and  Tyrrill,  and  the  only  justifiable  criticism  appears  to  be 
based  upon  the  lengthy  periods  in  midsummer  when  there  is 
little  or  no  bloom.  This  regrettable  fact  forced  Donald  Prior 
into  third  position  on  my  own  list. 

Else  Poulsen- — This  Rose  is  now  so  well-known  that 
comment  seems  superfluous.  It  heads  the  list  of  Dr.  Rolph 
and  ranks  second  on  those  of  Mrs.  Gow,  Messrs.  Patton, 
Tyrrill  and  myself.  It  grows  to  a  height  of  about  three  feet, 
is  of  erect  and  neat  habit,  and  the  rose-pink,  semi-single 
blooms  are  produced  in  large  and  small  clusters  on  long  stems 
very  freely  throughout  the  season.  Mr.  Raymond  relegates 
it  to  tenth  position  because  of  the  fading  of  colour  and  of  the 
susceptibility  of  the  foliage  to  mildew  and  black-spot.  I 
agree  with  him  with  respect  to  the  loss  of  colour  and  the 
tendency  towsrd  mildew,  but  I  have  observed  no  evidence  of 
black-spot  over  a  period  of  fifteen  years.  With  age,  especially 
if  subjected  to  rain,  the  blooms  often  become  spotted  or 
pock-marked,  and  in  such  a  condition,  of  course,  they  lose 
their  attractiveness.  Despite  this  defect,  however,  it  is  a 
fine  Rose  and  doubtless  will  continue  to  occupy  a  prominent 
place  for  garden  decorative  purposes  for  many  years. 

Anne  Mette  Poulsen- — Characterized  by  vigorous  growth 
and  large,  double,  fragrant,  carmine-crimson  blooms,  produced 
with  remarkable  freedom  in  the  early  summer  but  more 
sparingly  thereafter,  it  is  the  first  choice  of  Mrs.  Gow  and 
Mr.  Taylor,  and  the  second  choice  of  Mr.  Smith.  The 
beauty  and  high  quality  of  the  blooms  is  admitted  by  all 
commentators,  but,  while  Mrs.  Gow  and  Mr.  Smith  consider 
it  to  be  a  constant,  all-season  bloomer,  this  has  not  been  my 
experience.  Dr.  Rolph  and  Mr.  Patton  both  intimate  less 
general  reliability  than  is  found  in  other  members  of  the  class, 
an  opinion  in  which  I  concur.  It  is  a  Rose  which  seems  to 
be  at  its  best  in  a  position  of  full  sunshine. 

.  Betty  Prior— This  seedling  of  Kirsten  Poulsen  has  in- 
herited the  vigorous  growth  habit  of  its  distinguished  parent. 
The  dark  carmine  buds  develop  into  attractive  blooms  of 
shrimp-pink  on  the  face  of  the  petals,  and  carmine  on  the 
reverse  side.  The  single  blooms  are  produced  with  amazing 
freedom  in  large  and  small  clusters  and  on  long  stems,  but 
the  sparkling  colour  fades  somewhat  with  age.  The  foliage 
is  quite  disease-resistant,  and  the  strong,  upright  growth 
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renders  this  variety  very  suitable  for  hedge  work.  This 
Rose  will  be  more  pleasing  if  planted  in  partial  shade. 

Karen  Poulsen — -While  invariably  listed  in  catalogues  as 
a  Hybrid  Polyantha  this  Rose  is  actually  three-quarters 
Hybrid  Tea,  being  a  cross  between  Kirsten  Poulsen  and  the 
single  Hybrid  Tea,  Vesuvius.  It  is  of  moderate  growth — 
two  feet- — and  the  large,  single,  crimson  blooms  certainly 
arrest  and  hold  one's  attention.  They  appear  singly  or  in 
small  groups  and  are  produced  freely  in  June  but  rather 
sparsely  thereafter.  I  have  noted  also,  as  has  Dr.  Rolph,  a 
higher  degree  of  winter  tenderness  than  in  other  members  of 
the  class,  due,  no  doubt,  to  its  ancestral  background.  It  is 
somewhat  surprising  to  find  this  Rose  occupying  such  a  high 
position,  having  in  mind  its  moderate  vigour,  its  relative 
tenderness,  and  its  unwillingness  to  exert  itself  after  the 
passing  of  the  first  crop  of  bloom. 

Erna  Grootendorst — This  Rose  ranks  second  on  the  list 
of  Mr.  Hatton,  and  third  on  those  of  Messrs.  Raymond  and 
Tyrrill,  all  of  whom  comment  on  the  immense  quantity  of 
attractive  semi-double,  crimson  blooms  produced,  and  on  the 
rugged  constitution  of  the  plant.  The  growth  is  bushy  but 
rather  dwarf — up  to  eighteen  inches.  My  own  observations 
indicate  that  the  colour  lacks  fire  and  that  there  is  some  fading, 
but,  of  course,  my  plants  are  in  full  sunshine.  Despite  its 
fault  it  is  an  excellent,  hard-working  bedder,  being  very  rarely 
without  bloom. 

Kirsten  Poulsen — In  spite  of  some  loss  of  colour-brilliance 
in  midsummer  this  Rose  continues  to  enjoy  widespread 
popularity  on  account  of  its  tremendous  capacity  for  bloom 
production,  its  excellent  constitution,  extreme  vigour,  and 
proven  hardiness.  It  is  useful  for  both  bedding  and  hedge 
work,  and  the  pruning  methods  employed  can  be  made  to 
control  its  height.  If  pruning  be  confined  to  the  removal 
of  weak  or  twiggy  growths  and  ingrowing  laterals,  the  main 
canes  merely  being  shortened  to  a  height  of  three  feet,  it  will 
make  a  symmetrical,  well-clothed  and  colourful  shrub  of  six 
feet.  I  regard  it  as  the  best  autumn  bloomer  of  all  the 
Hybrid  Polyanthas.  The  single,  light  scarlet  blooms  are 
produced  on  long  stems  in  enormous  clusters.  Mr.  Raymond 
refers  in  his  comments  to  susceptibility  to  mildew  and  black- 
spot  on  the  part  of  this  Rose  but  other  commentators  have 
emphasized  the  health  and  thorough  dependability  of  the 
plants.    I  myself  have  observed  no  evidence  of  disease  on 
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this  variety  and  agree  with  Messrs.  Hatton  and  Patton  as 
to  its  reliability. 

Madge  Prior' — To  view  the  bed  of  Madge  Prior  in  the 
Society's  Test  Garden  at  Guelph  is  to  experience  a  thrill 
which  will  never  be  forgotten.  It  is  not  surprising,  therefore, 
to  find  Mr.  Taylor  placing  this  variety  third  on  his  list.  The 
growth  is  moderately  vigorous— two  to  three  feet — and  bushy, 
while  the  foliage  appears  to  be  disease-resistant.  The  dainty, 
shapely  buds  are  of  a  deep  claret  shade,  and  the  large,  semi- 
single  blooms  open  to  reveal  a  white  eye.  As  pointed  out 
by  Mr.  Raymond,  it  is  an  excellent  Rose  for  mass  effect  but 
I  must  admit  with  Mr.  Patton  that  the  colour  does  not  blend 
with  other  red  shades,  and  that  on  this  account  care  in  place- 
ment is  desirable  if  colour  clashes  are  to  be  avoided. 

Smiles- — There  is  no  general  agreement  amongst  my 
correspondents  with  respect  to  the  merit  of  this  salmon-pink 
variety.  Mr.  Smith  is  the  cheer-leader  for  it,  placing  it  third 
on  his  list;  Mr.  Patton  fourth;  Mr.  Taylor  sixth,  and  Dr. 
Rolph  twelfth.  The  remainder  of  the  critics,  including 
myself,  have  omitted  it  entirely.  The  growth  is  moderate, 
up  to  eighteen  inches,  and  the  semi-double  blooms,  although 
very  attractive  in  their  earlier  stages,  fade  badly  with  age. 
While  the  bloom  is  profuse  at  times  it  must  be  admitted  that 
there  are,  as  pointed  out  by  both  Mr.  Patton  and  Dr.  Rolph, 
lengthy  period  of  inactivity.  Mr.  Raymond  quite  justifiably 
criticizes  its  weak  foliage,  a  criticism  in  which  I,  along  with 
Messrs.  Hatton  and  Taylor,  concur.  At  best  I  find  the  foliage 
somewhat  sparse  and  a  tendency  to  drop  foliage  early  in  the 
season- — aside  altogether  from  disease — is  very  annoying. 
Rust  and  black-spot  find  the  foliage  of  Smiles  an  easy  victim, 
• — a  serious  defect  indeed. 

Snowbank — The  popularity  of  this  Rose  is  evidenced  by 
the  fact  that  six  of  the  nine  commentators  have  included  it 
on  their  lists.  The  growth  is  dwarf  and  spreading  and  the 
blooms  are  produced  continuously  throughout  the  season. 
The  delightful  buds,  biscuit  buff,  flushed  with  rose,  open  into 
pure  white,  semi-single  blooms  of  considerable  size.  This 
Rose  is  understood  to  be  partly  Pernetiana  in  origin,  and  its 
Austrian  Briar  strain  is  reflected  in  its  susceptibility  to  black- 
spot,  a  defect  mentioned  by  Mr.  Raymond.  I  have  also 
observed  evidence  of  rust  on  the  foliage  at  times.  Mr.  Patton 
regards  it  as  the  best  white  member  of  the  class  while  Mr. 
Hatton  claims  that  distinction  for  Dagmar  Spath,  Dr.  Rolph 
for  Swantje,  and  Mr.  Raymond  for  White  Aachen!  Not- 
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withstanding  its  admitted  defects  it  is  a  charming,  hard- 
working little  Rose  which  will  continue  to  occupy  a  prominent 
place  for  quite  some  time. 

Salmon  Spray — Imagine  an  Else  Poulsen  with  somewhat 
increased  vigour,  larger  individual  blooms,  and  stronger  colour 
tones,  and  you  will  visualize  Salmon  Spray.  Mrs.  Gow,  while 
praising  its  astonishing  capacity  for  bloom  production,  men- 
tions that  the  blooms  hang  their  heads.  Mr.  Hatton  and 
Dr.  Rolph  both  refer  to  its  general  dependability  although 
the  latter  qualifies  his  praise  by  intimating  that  its  habit  of 
growth  is  not  as  neat  as  that  of  Else  Poulsen  nor  is  its  bloom 
produced  as  continuously.  It  is  generally  agreed,  however, 
amongst  my  friends  that  this  Rose  is  deserving  of  a  high 
position  and  that  it  rarely  disappoints. 

Eutin — A  recent  introduction  which  probably  is  not  well 
known  as  yet.  The  growth  is  strong  and  branching,  attaining 
a  height  of  four  feet  or  more,  and  it  is  a  prodigious  bloomer. 
The  fully  double,  deep  crimson,  two-inch  blooms  are  produced 
in  immense  clusters  and  they  constitute  an  impressive  spec- 
tacle. Messrs.  Patton  and  Taylor  and  Dr.  Rolph  all  describe 
it  as  an  abundant  bloomer,  a  statement  with  which  I  fully 
agree,  but  a  fact  which  they  fail  to  mention  is  that  in  mid- 
summer the  blooms  burn  to  some  extent.  The  burning  is  less 
serious  and  less  offensive  to  the  eye  than  that  which  greets 
us  on  plants  of  Baby  Chateau  and  Orange  Triumph,  but 
nevertheless  it  represents  a  weakness  which  cannot  be  over- 
looked. Dr  Rolph  refers  to  the  colour  as  "brilliant  cerise  or 
light  crimson,"  which  is  not  my  impression.  With  me  it  is 
a  rich,  dark  crimson,  perhaps  a  little  dull  at  times. 

Minna  Kordes — While  classified  as  a  Hybrid  Polyantha 
this  Rose  would  appear  to  possess  more  of  the  characteristics 
of  a  Hybrid  Tea.  It  is  placed  third  on  the  list  of  that  com- 
petent critic,  Mr.  Hatton,  on  account  of  the  beauty  of  the 
large  flowers  in  early  and  late  season.  He  significantly  omits 
to  refer  to  midseason  bloom  the  absence  of  which  has  impelled 
Mr.  Taylor  to  accord  this  Rose  ninth  position  on  his  list.  He 
penalizes  it  with  regret  however  because  of  the  superlative 
beauty  and  general  high  quality  of  its  blooms.  The  colour 
is  a  fiery,  scarlet-crimson,  generally  claimed  to  be  well-main- 
tained although  Mr.  Patton  avers  that  it  is  inferior  to  Donald 
Prior  in  that  respect.  None  of  my  friends  has  expressed  an 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  qualities  of  vigour  or  hardiness, 
but  my  own  observations  indicate  that  there  is  room  for 
improvement  with  respect  to  both. 
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By  "Dogrose" 

In  the  persistent  search  for  merit  or  novelty  in  the  flood 
of  new  Rose  introductions  which  have  descended  upon  us  in 
recent  years  many  older  but  highly  meritorious  varieties  have 
suffered  from  neglect  to  an  extent  which,  in  a  few  cases,  has 
amounted  to  almost  total  eclipse.  It  is  difficult  to  account 
for  this  situation  unless  it  be  the  case  that  high-powered 
advertising  and  excellent  catalogue  colour  work  have  so 
warped  our  judgment  as  to  render  us  incapable  of  recognizing 
merit  in  a  variety  which  has  not  enjoyed  much  advertising 
fanfare.  Sheer  lack  of  demand  has  driven  some  good,  honest 
Roses  out  of  many  catalogues  entirely  and  the  following  notes 
are  designed  to  focus  attention  on  a  few  older  but  excellent 
sorts  which  are  deserving  of  greater  popularity  than  they 
presently  enjoy. 

Newcomers  to  the  cult  of  the  Rose  almost  invariably 
refer  to  the  latest  introductions  as  being  the  best  varieties 
obtainable,  basing  their  opinions  upon  the  publicity  given 
these  varieties,  the  higher  prices  asked  for  them,  and  upon  the 
fact  that  many  of  them  are  patented  or  trade-marked.  Let 
it  be  emphasized  here  that  a  high  price,  or  a  patent  or  trade- 
mark is  not  necessarily  an  indication  of  quality  or  an  assurance 
of  satisfactory  performance,  but  rather  is  it  merely  an  in- 
dication of  newness. 

Because  of  conditions  in  Europe  the  annual  crop  of  new 
introductions  has  been  sharply  reduced  and  this  situation  is 
likely  to  persist  for  several  years.  While,  of  course,  we  regret 
the  circumstances  which  have  brought  a:  out  this  curtailment 
in  hybridization  activities,  we  should  be  thankful  that  the 
annual  worry  about  novelties  is  less  serious  than  formerly. 
Occasionally  an  outstanding  new  Hybrid  Tea  makes  its 
appearance  but  the  vast  majority  of  these  introductions  dis- 
appear from  the  lists  within  five  years  from  their  date  of 
introduction,  that  is,  from  all  lists  except  that  of  the  hopeful 
nursery  firm  which  was  responsible  for  their  appearance  on 
the  market  and  which,  no  doubt,  entertained  the  hope  of 
recovery  of  at  least  a  portion  of  the  promotion  expenses! 
The  restricted  list  of  novelties  means  that  we  may  re-examine 
the  Rose  lists  in  search  of  suitable  material  amongst  the  older 
varieties,  and,  incidentally,  effect  an  economy  appropriate 
for  the  times.  The  subjoined  list  of  varieties,  the  comments 
on  which  are  based  upon  actual  experience,  will  represent  to 
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many  readers  an  unexplored  field  in  which  they  may  seek 
adventure  with  a  better-than-average  chance  of  success.  For 
purposes  of  convenience  the  Roses  are  arranged  in  alpha- 
betical order. 

Amami,  H.T.  (Easlea,  1927)- — A  vigorous-growing  variety 
endowed  with  a  sound  constitution,  and  producing  freely  its 
soft  pink,  double  blooms  on  long  stems  throughout  the  whole 
season.    The  foliage  is  somewhat  sparse  but  is  healthy. 

Annie  Brandt,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1930)—  An  extremely 
industrious  decorative  variety  of  erect,  strong  growth.  The 
buds  are  long  and  pointed,  and  the  semi-double  blooms  hold 
their  shape  well.  The  colour  in  summer  is  orange-coral  but 
in  the  autumn  yellow  is  the  prevailing  tint,  with  a  pink  suf- 
fusion. The  glossy,  leathery  foliage  is  highly  resistant  to 
disease. 

Barbara  Robinson,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1925) — A  very  free- 
blooming  variety  of  strong,  branching  growth.  The  long, 
elegant  buds  of  soft  yellow  are  a  delight  to  the  eye,  and  the 
semi-double  blooms  become  creamy-white  with  age  but  are 
never  unattractive.    A  valuable  garden  decorative  variety 

Bedford  Crimson,  H.T.  (Luxton,  1926)- — This  intensely 
fragrant,  richly  coloured  offspring  of  Chateau  de  Clos  Vougeot 
deserves  more  attention.  The  growth  is  more  upright  than 
that  of  its  famous  parent  and  the  colour  remains  unaltered 
throughout  the  various  stages  of  development.  The  blooms 
are  of  moderate  size  and  the  petals  are  perhaps  a  little  short, 
but  it  is  otherwise  an  excellent  Rose. 

Canary,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1929)' — The  name  indicates  the 
colour,  and,  as  a  garden  decorative  Rose,  it  should  occupy  a 
high  place.  First-crop  blooms  are  large  and  substantial  while 
succeeding  ones  are  somewhat  smaller.  The  attractive  foliage 
somewhat  resembles  that  of  Shot  Silk. 

Charles  K.  Douglas,  H.T.  (Hugh  Dickson,  1919)— An 
upstanding,  prolific  sort  with  a  rugged  constitution.  My 
specimen  of  it  has  been  in  its  present  position  since  1924  and 
it  still  shows  no  sign  of  deterioration.  The  brilliant  scarlet 
blooms  fade  slightly  and  are  rather  loosely  formed.  A  very 
reliable  garden  Rose. 

Clovelly,  H.T.  (Hicks,  1924)— A  tall  growing,  active 
variety  which  is  now  seldom  seen.  The  colour  of  the  fragrant, 
shapely  blooms  is  an  even-toned  pink  and  the  stems  are  long. 
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Dorina  Neave,  H.T.  (Pemberton,  1926) — An  exhibition 
and  garden  variety  of  compact  growth.  The  large,  high- 
centred,  double  blooms  of  silvery  pink  are  held  erect  on  strong 
stems  of  moderate  length. 

Dr.  A.  I.  Petyt,  H.T.  (Burrell,  1924)— Another  fadeless 
crimson  which  frequently  qualifies  as  an  exhibition  Rose.  It 
is  vigorous  and  a  generous  producer  of  well-formed  blooms 
which,  however,  are  practically  scentless. 

Dr.  Herbert  Hawkesworth,  H.T.  (Bees,  1927)— With 
growth  of  almost  shrub-like  proportions  this  dsrk  crimson, 
powerfully  scented  variety  blooms  with  reckless  abandon 
throughout  the  season.  Unless  disbudded  the  late  season 
blooms  are  small  in  size  and  it  is  also  suggested  that  the 
number  of  blooming  stems,  of  which  there  are  many,  be 
reduced.  If  allowed  to  grow  and  bloom  naturally  it  will 
provide  a  spot  of  colour  constantly  and  will  never  let  you 
down. 

Emily  Dodd,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1927)— A  satisfactory  pro- 
ducer of  well-formed,  creamy- white  blooms  on  a  bushy,  sym- 
metrical plant. 

Feu  Joseph  Looymans,  H.T.  (Looymans,  1921) — A  very 
distinctive  Rose  on  account  of  the  elegance  and  refinement  of 
its  long,  shapely,  orange-apricot  buds  and  glossy,  leathery 
foliage.  The  open  blooms,  while  quite  double,  are  rather 
loosely  formed  and  are  soft,  apricot-yellow  in  colour.  An 
excellent  garden  Rose  and  very  desirable  for  boutonnieres. 

Gaiety,  H.T.  (Hill,  1926)— A  sturdy,  healthy  daughter 
of  Madame  Butterfly  and  Souvenir  de  Claudius  Pernet,  pro- 
ducing very  freely  its  colourful  buds.  These  in  colour  are  a 
combination  of  orange,  yellow  and  carmine,  with  greyish- 
silver  edging,  while  these  shades  merge  into  a  softer  tone  in 
the  open  blooms.  The  colour  varies  according  to  atmospheric 
and  soil  conditions. 

Qeorg  Arends,  H.P.  (Hinner,  1910)— A  splendid  old 
Hybrid  Perpetual  of  a  soft,  pink  shade,  and,  unlike  many 
members  of  its  class,  it  produces  some  autumn  bloom.  The 
blooms  carry  a  powerful  fragrance. 

Glenn  Dale,  H.  W.  (Van  Fleet,  1927)— The  last  word  in 
large-flowered  white  Climbers.  It  will  reach  a  height  of 
about  twelve  feet  and  its  ezquisitely-formed,  creamy-white 
buds  are  produced  in  clusters  of  from  three  to  fifteen.  The 
buds  resemble  small  Hybrid  Teas  and  the  open  blooms  are 
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semi-double,  of  diameter  up  to  three  inches,  revealing  a  nest 
of  golden  stamens.  It  blooms  over  a  period  of  three  weeks 
from  about  15th  June  and  needs  but  to  be  known  to  be  loved. 

Joan  Cant,  H.T.  (B.  R.  Cant,  1929)— Here  is  one  of  the 
finest  of  garden  and  exhibition  Roses.  The  large,  fragrant, 
perfectly-formed,  salmon-pink  blooms  are  borne  with  remark- 
able freedom  on  a  vigorous,  branching  plant  which  gives  its 
best  performance  when  budded  on  the  canina  understock. 

John  C.  M.  Mensing,  H.T.  (Eveleens,  1924)— This  is 
understood  to  be  a  sport  of  Ophelia  but  the  colour  is  a  bright 
rose-pink.  The  blooms  are  large,  well-formed,  and  very 
fragrant. 

Kathleen  Harrop,  H.  Bour.  (Dickson,  1919)— May  be 
grown  as  a  large  shrub  or  as  a  moderate  climber.  For  a 
period  of  six  weeks  the  plants  are  smothered  in  large,  semi- 
double,  chaste,  shell-pink  blooms  carrying  a  delightful  frag- 
rance. The  stems  are  thornless  and  the  light  green  foliage  is 
resistant  to  disease.  A  sport  of  the  historic  Zephyrine 
Drouhin,  and  both  should  find  a  place  in  every  garden. 

Leontine  Gervais,  H.W.  (Barbier,  1903)- — An  old,  vig- 
orous Climber  of  merit  which  is  now  rarely  seen.  Its  flexible 
canes  facilitate  training  in  any  manner  desired,  and  the  glossy 
foliage  is  very  attractive.  The  large,  fragrant  blooms  of 
salmon-orange  are  produced  in  clusters  early  in  the  season. 
It  will  appreciate  winter  protection  in  our  climate  and  is 
worth  it. 

Mama  Lamesch,  H.T.  (Lambert,  1922) — An  erect-growing 
variety  of  unique  colour' — rose-pink  with  a  suffusion  of 
orange,  darker  on  the  reverse  side  of  the  petals.  The  blooms 
are  full,  shapely,  and  moderately  fragrant.  The  foliage  must 
be  protected  against  black-spot  but  the  lovely  blooms  warrant 
a  little  extra  attention. 

Miss  C.  E.  Van  Rossem,  H.T.  (Verschuren,  1919)— A 
valuable  bedding  Rose  on  account  of  the  richness  and  con- 
stancy of  the  dark  crimson  colour.  The  plants  are  bushy, 
and  the  blooms,  while  small  in  size,  are  shapely  and  are 
produced  in  abundance.    Fragrance  is  absent. 

Mme.  Alfred  Carriere,  H.N.  (Schwartz,  187p)—  This 
grand  old  Rose  deserves  to  be  better  known.  Its  moderate 
climbing  habit  makes  it  suitable  for  use  as  a  pillar,  and  it  is 
rarely  without  bloom  from  15th  June  until  the  advent  of  the 
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first  killing  frost,  the  June  crop*  of  course,  being  more  generous 
than  subsequent  croups.  Trie  large,  sweetly-scented  blooms 
are  white,  flushed  pale  pink.  While  it  is  reputed  to  be  tender 
as  are  the  majority  of  the  Noisettes,  it  has  survived  eight 
winters  with  me  unprotected. 

Mrs.  Franklin  Dennison,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1915)— While 
not  a  free-blooming  variety  after  the  passing  of  the  first  crop 
this  is  a  Rose  which  will  delight  the  heart  of  the  exhibitor. 
The  extremely  double,  high-centred  blooms  are  large,  slightly 
fragrant,  and  they  last  for  days  either  when  cut  or  allowed  to 
remain  on  the  plant.  The  growth  is  strong  and  the  foliage 
healthy.    The  blooms  are  porcelain-white  in  colour. 

Mrs.  Herbert  Stevens,  T.  (McGredy,  1910)— A  strong- 
growing  variety  which  is  untiring  in  its  bloom  production. 
The  long,  slender  buds  are  borne  on  long,  willowy  stems  and 
in  such  numbers  that  the  blooms  become  thin  unless  dis- 
budding be  practised.  The  buds  are  white  with  dashes  of 
pink  but  the  expanded  blooms  are  snow  white  and  they  carry 
a  seductive  tea  scent. 

Oliver  Mee,  H.T.  (S.  Dickson,  1927)— A  very  useful 
Rose  for  either  garden  or  exhibition  purposes.  The  growth 
is  strong  and  the  large,  full,  substantial  blooms  vary  from 
salmon-pink  to  deep  fawn  in  colour. 

President  Jac  Smits,  H.T.  (Verschuren,  1928) — A  vig- 
orous, free-blooming  decorative  variety  producing  uninter- 
ruptedly its  large,  semi-double,  crimson  blooms  on  long  stems. 
It  makes  friends  easily. 

Royal  Scarlet,  H.W.  (Chaplin,  1926)— Here  we  have  a 
very  lovely  companion  for  Paul's  Scarlet  Climber.  While 
slightly  smaller  than  the  blooms  of  Paul's  Scarlet  those  of 
Royal  Scarlet  are  otherwise  similar  and  are  two  tones  darker 
in  colour  which  carries  considerable  fire  and  is  well  main- 
tained.   I  personally  prefer  this  to  the  older  Rose. 

Soeur  Therese,  H.T.  (Gillot,  1931)— A  very  vigorous, 
healthy,  garden  variety  producing  freely  long,  graceful  buds 
of  golden  yellow,  veined  with  carmine.  The  large,  informal 
open  blooms  are  a  somewhat  softer  shade  of  yellow.  The 
plant  is  an  enthusiastic  worker  and  is  rarely  without  bloom. 

The  General,  H.T.  (Pemberton,  1920)- — Bushy  and  com- 
pact in  growth  this  fine  variety  bears  freely  its  large,  full, 
intensely  fragrant,   reddish-crimson  blooms   profusely  on 
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strong  stems  of  moderate  length.  The  foliage  is  occasionally- 
attacked  by  mildew  late  in  the  season  but  otherwise  this  is 

an  excellent  Rose. 

W.  A.  Bilney,  H.T.  (Easlea,  1927)— An  unusual  and  very 
charming  decorative  variety,  the  blooms  reminding  one  some- 
what of  a  semi-double  paeony  in  formation.  The  large, 
imbricated  petals  are  informally  arranged  and  the  colour  is 
difficult  to  describe.  The  basic  colour  is  fawn  or  pale  apricot 
but  it  carries  a  suffusion  of  cerise,  with  slightly  softer  effect 
on  the  reverse  side  of  the  petals.  The  foliage  is  of  heavy 
texture  but  it  must  be  watched  for  rust. 

Westfield  Star,  H.T.  (Morse,  1922)— Another  Ophelia 
sport  with  the  fine  qualities  of  that  race,  including  a  very 
sweet  fragrance.  The  buds  are  creamy-yellow  and  in  the 
autumn  are  almost  a  golden  yellow,  while  the  open  blooms 
are  ivory-white,  always,  however,  of  good  shape. 

Zephyrine  Drouhin,  H.  Bour.  (Bizot,  186S) — A  semi- 
climber  similar  in  habit  to  Kathleen  Harrop.  The  colour  is 
a  deep,  unfading  pink  with  a  good  deal  of  sparkle.  A  mag- 
nificent old  Rose. 


BUD  FORM  IN  ROSES 

By  Archie  Selwood,  Vancouver,  B.C. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  go  into  the  history  of  the  rose 
or  to  trace  the  gradual  process  whereby  Nature,  assisted  by 
her  humble  assistant,  Man,  has  evolved  the  beautiful  form 
found  in  great  degree  in  the  modern  rose. 

It  is  only  fitting,  however,  that  passing  tribute  should 
be  paid  to  such  of  the  species  as  have  contributed  so  much 
to  the  improvement  of  form,  both  in  bud  and  open  flower. 

I  propose  to  deal  mainly  with  varieties,  the  names  of 
which  still  appear  in  the  modern  catalogues,  permitting  each 
rose  discussed  to  stand  on  its  own  merits  regardless  of  its 
classification. 

Dismissing  with  a  kindly  pat  on  the  head  the  far  too 
numerous  formless  trivia  of  fleeting  impermanence,  mere 
splashes  of  colour,  whose  brief  life  span  approximates  that  of 
the  Ephemera  Fly,  let  us  discuss  the  bud  form  of  a  few 
varieties  having  considerable  decorative  value  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  are  best  dapted — button-hole,  table  decoration, 
bowls  or  baskets,  specimen  blooms  in  vases  or  garden  effect. 
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For  button-hole  use  we  have  a  splendid  choice  ranging 
from  the  long,  tapering  buds  found  in  many  of  the  singles, 
semi-doubles  and  thin  doubles,  such  as  Irish  Fireflame 
(orange-scarlet  in  the  bud),  Isobel  (bronze,  orange-pink), 
Vesuvius  (fiery  crimson)  and  Innocence  (white)  to  the  beau- 
tifully finished  buds  of  more  substantial  form,  examples  of 
which  are  Souvenir  de  Pierre  Ketten.  Picture  (Pinks),  J.  C. 
Thornton  (Red)  and  Soeur  Therese  (Yellow).  To  the  latter 
group  may  be  added  Ophelia  and  her  many  sports 
of  well  known  and  approved  form,  provided  we  wait  for  the 
summer  crop,  the  earlier  buds  and  blooms  being  useless. 

The  old  favourite  white  Tea,  Mrs.  Herbert  Stevens,  with 
her  tapering,  spiral  buds  is  as  popular  as  ever. 

We  have  a  number  of  varieties  which  are  of  little  value 
after  the  bud  stage  but  nevertheless  are  well  worth  growing 
for  their  bud  form  alone.  Examples  are  the  comparatively 
new  Cochineal  Glory  (vivid  reddish  salmon) ,  Kathrine  Pech- 
told  (coppery  orange)  and  the  sensational  yellow,  Eclipse, 
with  two-inch,  streamlined  buds,  their  beauty  enhanced  by 
the  highly  decorative,  narrow  sepals  extending  beyond  the 
bud  end.    Eclipse  has  little  to  offer  in  its  later  stages. 

Speaking  of  sepals  it  is  interesting  to  observe  the  part 
they  play  in  enhancing,  or  detracting  from,  the  beauty  of  the 
bud.  7.'e  have  already  mer.tior.ed  the  sepals  on  Eclipse.  In 
the  three-quarter  bud  stage  Etoile  de  Hollande,  Briarcliff 
and  its  sport  Better  Times,  frequently,  and  especially  when 
grown  under  glass,  show  very  decorative  appendiculate  sepals 
which  take  on  a  ribbon-like  appearance. 

The  sepals  of  such  varieties  as  Picture.  J.  C.  Thornton 
and  Feu  Joseph  Looymans  are  carried  neatly  well  up  the 
guard  petals  in  keeping  with  the  beautiful  finish  of  these 
varieties,  but  in  other  cases  the  sepals  are  too  large  and 
coarse,  folding  back  to  a  stiff,  horizontal  position  which  to  a 
large  extent  spoils  the  beauty  of  the  bud  form. 

TVere  it  not  for  the  decorative  effect  of  the  long  festhery- 
ended  serais  characteristic  of  R.  Damascena  and  R.  Centi- 
folia  (cabbage  and  moss)  it  is  doubtful  whether  even  sentiment 
could  justify  the  buds  of  these  species  being  considered  as 
having  any  claim  to  beauty  of  form  although  there  is  a 
certain  charm  about  them  when  viewed  in  a  setting  suggestive 
of  a  corner  of  some  old-world  garden,  or  in  a  bowl  indoors  in 
a  room  where  the  furnishings  and  atmosphere  are  appropriate. 

The  heavily-mossed  buds  of  the  varieties  of  the  Moss 
rose  have  an  appeal  all  their  own  but  are  sadly  lacking  in  form. 
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For  decorative  use  in  bowls  or  baskets  we  have,  in 
addition  to  many  of  the  varieties  already  mentioned,  a  very 
wide  choice  both  in  form  and  colour.  For  the  purpose  we 
have  in  mind  it  is  essential  that  varieties  chosen  be  of  pleasing 
form  in  the  bud,  capable  of  retaining  their  bud  form  for  a 
reasonable  length  of  time,  or  alternatively,  that  the  buds 
open  to  an  attractive  form  with  lasting  qualities  in  the  bloom. 
In  other  words,  we  must  know  our  buds,  their  petal  quality 
and  what  their  decorative  value  will  be  after  a  few  hours  in 
water  as  cut  flowers.  Even  one  rose  which  "flops"  within 
an  hour  or  so  of  being  set  up  for  display  will  ruin  an  otherwise 
beautiful  bowl  or  basket  exhibit. 

Much  depends  on  the  weather.  On  a  cool  day  Emma 
Wright  will  stand  up  splendidly,  and  a  bowl  of  Lady  Forte viot 
with  its  gorgeous  buds  and  open  flowers  of  golden  yellow  to 
ruddy  apricot  will  be  a  sight  to  behold. 

Buds  of  the  fat,  ovoid  and  globular  types,  in  their  three- 
quarter  open  stage,  have  decorative  value  but  must  be  used 
with  skill  and  judgment  and  are  most  effective  when  displayed 
as  individual  specimen  blooms.  A  good  colour,  of  course, 
increases  their  decorative  value  greatly.  The  General,  blood 
red,  flushed  orange,  is  a  good  example  of  the  globular  type. 
Souv.  de  Georges  Pernet,  red  with  yellow  base,  is  another. 

Shapely,  long,  pointed  buds  of  the  newer  roses  such  as 
Mrs.  Verschuren,  Comtesse  Vandal,  Gloaming,  Warrawee, 
Duquesa  de  Penaranda,  Mme.  Cochet-Cochet  and  others, 
with  their  splendid  form  and  lovely  colouring,  and  which  fold 
back  their  petals  in  the  approved  attractive  manner,  are  all 
roses  of  dignity  and  size,  and  if  used  in  a  mixed  bowl  or  basket, 
must  be  arranged  with  due  regard  for  colour  harmony  and 
adequate  size  of  the  bowl  or  basket. 

The  chaste,  primrose  yellow,  long,  pointed  buds 
of  Sir  Henry  Segrave  are  exquisite  but  much  of  their  beauty 
is  lost  if  they  are  placed  carelessly  with  no  regard  for  colour 
arrangement. 

President  Hoover  and  its  sports,  Texas  Centennial  (red) 
and  Texas  Gold  (yellow),  have  great  decorative  value,  as 
have  also  Flamingo  and  Elizabeth  of  York,  the  two  last- 
named  having  a  peculiar  formation  of  their  own,  spiral-shaped 
and  with  one  or  two  of  the  outer  petals  folded  back  in  a 
manner  suggestive  to  me  of  a  seagull  in  flight. 

Beautiful  Feu  Pernet  Ducher  (yellow)  is  another  rose  of 
spiral  formation,  most  effective  when  shown  as  a  specimen 
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bloom.  In  the  early  season  the  outer  petals  on  the  bud  are 
pale  but  this  does  not  affect  the  beauty  of  the  flower  in  the 
late  bud  and  open  flower  stages. 

The  noble  roses  of  the  Mrs.  Chas.  Lamplough  type 
cannot  be  ignored.  In  the  late  bud  stage  they  have  decor- 
ative value  of  a  very  high  order,  which  is  retained  in  the  buds 
and  later  in  the  impressive  flowers,  for  several  days.  In  a 
bowl  or  basket  their  magnificence  is  somewhat  overwhelming 
and  they  are  at  their  best  when  used  as  specimen  blooms. 

Egg-shaped  Leni  Neuss  is  a  lovely  pink  shade  in  the  bud. 
Her  great  length  of  slender  stem  calls  for  a  tall  vase,  so  that 
the  blooms  may  bend  slightly  forward. 

For  table  decoration  we  have  the  singles,  notably  Dainty 
Bess,  the  semi-doubles  and  most  of  the  varieties  already  men- 
tioned in  the  button-hole  class. 

Daintiness  rather  than  size  is  called  for  in  table  decor- 
ation, and  as  most  people  prefer  to  use  one  variety  for  one 
table  the  average  amateur  has  considerable  difficulty  in 
finding  enough  buds  of  any  one  variety  in  his  or  her  garden 
with  the  necessary  high  quality.  However,  if  we  can  find 
enough  buds  of  Reward,  pink,  blended  yellow  and  orange, 
and  which  has  all  the  good  qualities  of  Eclipse  and  far  more 
lasting  quality,  or  can  cut  enough  trusses  of  Dainty  Bess, 
partly  in  bud  and  partly  in  the  young  flower  stage,  we  can 
compete  against  the  best  that  even  a  florist  can  produce. 

No  discussion  of  bud  form  would  be  complete  without 
mention  of  the  manner  in  which  the  cunning  hand  of  Nature 
molds  the  buds  to  suit  the  colouring  or  perhaps  colours  the 
petals  to  suit  the  form.  Observe  the  half  open  stage  of 
Christopher  Stone  for  instance.  Note  how  the  subtle  ,dark 
crimson,  velvety  shading  is  spread  on  the  lovely,  lighter 
scarlet-crimson  petals  in  such  a  way  that  it  will  be  seen  to 
best  advantage.  The  shading  is  already  there  as  the  petal 
folds  back,  and  must  have  been  there  before  the  bud  opened, 
and  extends  no  farther  than  is  required  in  order  that  it  may 
be  seen  to  perfection. 

It  is  obviously  impossible  to  deal  with  more  than  a  few 
varieties  in  the  limited  space  available,  but  as  we  turn  to  the 
garden  I  recall  to  mind  the  names  of  scores  of  loyal  old  friends, 
tried  and  not  found  wanting  in  decorative  value — Miss  Will- 
mott,  soft  cream  of  beautiful  form  even  though  at  times  a 
little  flat;  Shot  Silk,  of  tolerable  form,  attractive  salmon 
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orange,  with  grand  foliage;  McGredy's  Yellow;  Ruth  Alex- 
ander, the  climber,  with  long  pointed  buds,  orange,  tinged 
peach  red;  Paul's  Lemon  Pillar,  with  every  bud  and  flower 
perfect;  W.  E.  Chaplin,  shapely  red;  Mme.  Gregoire  Staech- 
elin,  scarlet  pink,  long  budded  climber;  an  old  favourite, 
Una  Wallace,  cherry  rose,  every  bloom  perfectly  shaped; 
Crimson  Glory,  urn-shaped,  a  little  short  on  the  centre  petals 
but  a  fine  rose;  Admiration,  cream,  shaded  vermilion,  perfect 
shape,  and  many  others,  good  honest  roses,  quite  capable  of 
holding  their  own  in  the  decorative  classses  and  in  many 
cases  of  the  highest  rank  as  specimen  exhibition  blooms. 


ROSES,  ROCKS  AND  RESOURCEFULNESS 

By  The  Editor 

Imagine  with  me  tall  and  stately  white  birches  in  the 
background  and  on  either  flank,  with  groups  of  conifers 
dotted  here  and  there,  all  competing  for  nourishment  from 
the  narrow  areas  of  black  soil  which  lie  between  the  much 
wider  areas  of  rock  surface,  and  in  the  foreground  the  mirror- 
like surface  of  a  quiet  cove  on  a  Muskoka  lake.  Such  is  the 
frame  for  a  picture  which  was  at  once  arresting,  inspiring  and 
amazing, — a  Rose  garden  literally  carved  out  of  rock.  A 
difficult  canvas,  you  will  say,  for  an  artist  to  ply  his  magic 
brush,  a  challenge  to  the  initiative,  energy,  resolution  and 
resourcefulness  of  that  artist.  The  artist  of  whom  I  write 
possesses  all  four  attributes,  however,  and,  in  addition,  vision 
and  enthusiasm.  Admittedly  the  difficulties  which  he  faced 
were  formidable,  but  this  man  does  not  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "defeat."  That  word  just  is  not  in  his 
vocabulary  so  he  grimly  set  about  his  task  with  the  thought 
"The  greater  the  difficulty,  the  deeper  the  ultimate  satisfac- 
tion." If  anyone  doubts  the  measure  of  his  success  I  would 
refer  him  to  the  Society's  President  and  to  Mrs.  Norton,  who, 
along  with  myself,  paid  a  visit  to  this  enchanting  garden  in 
August,  1941. 

Before  proceeding  further  allow  me  to  introduce  the 
artist,  the  creator  of  this  spot  of  beauty,  Mr.  Frderick  F. 
Dufton,  who  with  Mrs.  Dufton  and  the  charming  Misses 
Dufton,  entertained  us  so  delightfully.  We  arrived  at 
Housey's  Rapids,  situated  at  the  easterly  end  of  Lake  Kahshe, 
some  twelve  miles  from  Gravenhurst,  at  dusk  on  a  Saturday 
evening,  too  late  to  obtain  more  than  a  fleeting  glimpse  of 
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colour  in  the  Rose  garden,  which,  however,  was  sufficient  to 
cause  us  to  contemplate  Sunday  morning  with  pleasurable 
anticipation.  We  talked  far  into  the  night — Roses,  of  course, 
— and  in  the  morning  found  that  rain  was  falling,  notwith- 
standing which  we  made  our  way  to  the  garden  and  were 
rewarded  by  an  unforgettable  sight.  Bed  after  bed  of  Hybrid 
Teas  and  Hybrid  Polyanthas,  blooming  as  if  the  season  were 
June  rather  than  August,  and  with  no  evidence  of  fungus 
disease,  whereas  we  in  Toronto  were  waging  a  constant  and 
only  moderately  successful  battle  against  mildew  and  black- 
spot.  A  born  plantsman  is  our  host,  as  was  apparent  from 
the  happy  and  nourishing  condition  of  the  Roses. 

The  garden  comprises  about  five  hundred  plants,  over 
four  hundred  being  Hybrid  Teas  and  the  remainder  Hybrid 
Polyanthas.  Further  additions  are  in  contemplation,  in- 
cluding a  select  collection  of  hardy  climbers.  The  red  shades 
seemed  to  be  outstripping  their  fellows  in  the  keen  contest  for 
our  attention  and  I  shall  not  soon  forget  the  thrill  afforded  by 
the  solid  beds  of  Crimson  Glory,  Christopher  Stone.  South- 
port- — why  do  not  my  plants  of  Southport  grow  like  that? — 
Lady  Inchiquin,  McGredy's  Triumph  and  others,  their  beauty 
enhanced  by  the  raindrops  which  caressed  them,  all  revelling 
in  the  clear,  cool  Muskoka  atmosphere,  far  from  the  smoke 
and  dust-laden  air  of  the  larger  centres.    Paradise  regained! 

We  learned  that  the  garden  was  established  only  four  years 
ago,  and  that  it  was  really  an  engineering  problem.  Blasting 
operations  made  it  possible  to  remove  the  rocks  to  a  depth 
of  between  two  and  three  feet;  trees  had  to  be  cut,  and 
stumps  and  roots  removed ;  many  truck-loads  of  a  reasonably 
hospitable  soil  had  to  be  transported  from  a  considerable 
distance.  In  short,  obstacles  had  to  be  overcome  which 
would  have  caused  lesser  men  to  pause  and  consider,  but  not 
so  Mr.  Dufton. 

Having  in  mind  the  low  winter  temperatures  which  per- 
sist over  extended  periods  in  the  Highlands  of  Ontario  we 
enquired  about  winter  protection  and  winter  losses,  and  were 
informed  that  losses  average  about  three  per  cent — approx- 
imately the  same  as  those  which  we  in  more  southerly  areas 
suffer.  Mr.  Dufton  merely  banks  up  the  plants  wi'th  soil 
brought  in  for  that  purpose  and  which  is  removed  in  the 
following  spring.  He  probably  uses  more  soil  than  we  in 
Toronto  ordinarily  use— in  other  words,  he  covers  the  buds 
farther  up  the  stems.  Snowfall  normally  is  heavy  in  Mus- 
koka and  the  snow  remains  throughout  the  winter — in  itself 
an  excellent  form  of  winter  protection  for  plants. 
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Mr.  Dufton's  love  for  Roses  knows  no  bounds,  and, 
having  in  mind  his  indefatigable  energy  and  his  unquenchable 
thirst  for  information,  I  predict  still  further  extensions  and 
improvements  which  will  enhance  the  beauty  of  the  already 
magnificent  setting.  The  Dufton  Rose  garden  stands  as  a 
monument  to  the  perseverance  and  vision  of  its  creator,  in 
which  connection  I  am  reminded  of  the  famous  dictum  of  the 
late  Dean  Hole:  "He  who  would  have  beautiful  Roses  in  his 
garden  must  have  beautiful  Roses  in  his  heart." 

We  could  use  more  Duftons! 


TEN  YEARS  OF  THE  TEST  GARDEN 

By  A.  H.  Rolph 

Ten  years  have  now  passed  since  the  Rose  Test  Garden 
at  the  Ontario  Agricultural  College,  Guelph,  was  started,  and 
the  members  of  the  present  Committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  was  an  opportune  time  to  make  some  kind  of  survey 
of  what  had  been  accomplished.  The  member  best  able  to  do 
this  being  our  Editor,  he  promptly  "passed  the  buck,"  as 
they  say  in  the  army,  and  left  the  job  to  the  present  writer 
who  as  present  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was  in  the  unfor- 
tunate position  of  being  unable  to  refuse. 

To  be  of  the  greatest  value  a  survey  of  this  kind  should 
include  an  extensive  study  and  elaborate  tables  of  results, 
checked  up  against  the  opinions  of  many  experts  who  have 
grown  the  roses  concerned.  And  a  comparison  of  the  opinions 
of  those  experts  then  and  now  might  prove  very  illuminating; 
but  I  have  neither  the  time  nor  the  patience  for  the  task  and 
in  any  case  how  many  of  my  readers  would  read  it  ? 

Instead  I  am  going  to  give  a  brief  history  of  the  Test 
Garden  and  remark  upon  the  more  important  awards  given  to 
new  roses  during  these  ten  years  and  see  what  we  think  of 
them  now. 

It  was  in  1930  that  the  Test  Garden  was  planned,  and  it 
owes  its  origin  chiefly  to  the  enthusiasm  of  three  men :  Colonel 
Hugh  Rose,  then  president  of  the  Rose  Society  of  Ontario, 
our  present  hard-working  editor,  Mr-  A.  J.  Webster,  and 
lastly  the  late  Mr.  Paul  Sanders,  then  in  charge  of  ornamental 
horticulture  at  the  Ontario  Agricultural  College,  where  we 
also  had  splendid  cooperation  from  Dr.  G.  I.  Christie  and 
Professor  A.  H.  MacLennan.    The  most  important  arrange- 
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ments  agreed  upon  were  that  the  garden  should  be  an  integral 
part  of  the  test  gardens  of  the  O.A.C.  and  the  growing  of  the 
roses  would  be  entirely  in  their  care.  The  cost  of  providing 
the  roses  would  be  furnished  by  the  Rose  Society,  this  amount- 
ing only  to  carriage  charges  and  duties,  as  the  plants  were  all 
sent  gratis  by  the  growers.  Certain  of  the  latter  were  par- 
ticularly generous  in  their  help,  offering  to  send  us  not  only 
their  own  novelties  but  all  the  new  introductions  of  other 
growers  as  well.  These  included  Alex.  Dickson  and  Sons  of 
Belfast,  X.  Ireland;  Henry  A.  Dreer,  Philadelphia,  and  the 
Conard-Pyle  Company  of  West  Grove.  Penn.  Subsequently, 
and  especially  in  the  last  few  years,  E.  D.  Smith  &  Sons,  Ltd., 
of  Winona,  Ontario,  have  acted  in  the  same  generous  manner 
and  have  enabled  us  to  secure  mam'  novelties  which  we  could 
not  have  obtained  otherwise. 

The  first  plantings  were  made  in  1931,  when  no  less  than 
450  roses  were  received  from  13  different  growers.  Thanks 
to  a  fine  growing  season  they  got  off  to  a  good  start,  excepting 
some  which,  unfortunately,  arrived  very  late.  The  following 
year  the  roses  made  so  fine  a  showing  that  the  first  awards 
were  made. 

I  think  that  few  will  find  fault  with  the  judges  for  giving 
our  first  Gold  Medal  to  the  lovely  Comtesse  Vandal  (with 
accent  on  the  "dal"  please).  The  writer  has  deplored,  like 
many  others,  the  relative  tenderness  of  this  superb  rose  which 
makes  it  sometimes  succumb  to  our  treacherous  winters,  like 
so  many  roses  that  boast  the  blood  of  the  famous  Ophelia. 
But  who  can  afford  not  to  plant  it  ?  Ten  years  have  produced 
nothing  quite  able  to  take  its  place. 

The  secondary  award,  the: Certificate  of  Merit,  was  given 
that  year  to  three  varieties:  W.  E.  Chaplin,  E.  J.  Ludding  and 
Caledonia,  all  fine  roses  but  each  with  at  least  one  fault  to 
preclude  it  from  the  major  award.  The  finest  is  probably 
Caledonia,  although  its  blooms  often  fail  to  open  well  injwet 
weather, — surely  a  curious  fault  in  a  rose  originating  in 
Scotland. 

The  next  year,  1933,  saw  another  Gold  Medal  awarded 
and  the  winner  was  Sir  Henry  Segrave,  a  rose  of  grand 
calibre,  with  all  the  refinement  of  an  old  Tea  Rose  and  the 
more  robust  qualities  of  the  Hybrid  Tea, — all  except  that 
really  reliable  hardiness  which  we  are  still  asking  for  and 
seldom  finding  in  our  modern  roses.  Some  may  complain 
that  Sir  Henry-  is  not  deep  enough  in  colour  to  rank  as  a  yellow 
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rose  and  yet  is  too  deep  to  be  classed  as  cream.  Who  cares? 
He  remains  a  magnificent  rose  and  needs  no  apologies. 

Certificates  were  awarded  that  year  to  two  roses,  Max 
Krause  and  Duquesa  de  Penaranda.  The  former  arrived 
with  great  acclaim  and  promised  to  be  a  winner,  but  to  most 
of  us  has  proved  a  disappointment,  while  the  latter  has  grown 
in  popularity  and  seems  to  be  one  of  the  most  satisfactory 
of  those  highly  coloured  roses  of  the  Pernetiana  class  which 
Pernet-Ducher  originated  in  France  and  Pedro  Dot  has  con- 
tinued so  successfully  in  Spain. 

Then  came  that  terrible  winter  of  1933-1934,  when  an 
appalling  toll  was  taken  of  roses  in  all  parts  of  Ontario  and 
approximately  50%  of  the  newly-planted  ones  in  the  Test 
Garden  were  killed,  besides  a  heavy  proportion  of  the  longer- 
established  ones. 

This  was  a  bitter  blow  to  the  hopes  of  all  who  had  worked 
for  the  success  of  the  Garden,  but  it  was  accompanied  by  a 
far  worse  one,  for  that  year  also  brought  the  death  of  our 
curator,  Mr.  Sanders,  a  loss  which  was  irreparable.  Those 
of  my  readers  who  knew  Paul  Sanders  do  not  need  to  be  told 
how  much  he  meant  to  our  Rose  Society  and  to  the  Test 
Garden  for  which  he  worked  so  hard  and  so  enthusiastically. 
The  records  which  he  made  detailing  the  behaviour  of  the 
roses  were  so  elaborate  and  complicated  that  many  of  them 
proved  the  despair  of  his  successors. 

To  complete  our  misfortunes  the  Spring  of  1934  was 
deficient  in  rain  and  the  growth  of  all  our  roses  was  poor. 
That  Fall  the  committee  gave  only  two  certificates  of  merit, 
one  to  a  Hybrid  Tea,  Lilian,  and  the  other  to  a  Hybrid 
Polyantha,  Feuerschein,  both  good  roses  but  not  without 
faults, — Lilian  being  a  bad  sprawler. 

Mr.  R.  H.  Keith  was  now  curator  of  the  Test  Garden, 
and  under  his  care  the  roses  made  a  fine  showing  in  1935.  It 
was  then  that  McGredy's  Yellow  came  into  its  own  and  was 
awarded  a  Gold  Medal,  an  honour  richly  deserved,  for  it  is 
doubtful  if  we  have  a  more  satisfactory  yellow  rose  in  our 
gardens  to-day,  even  though  we  must  always  count  on  losing 
some  plants  over  winter;  also  it  is  only  under  the  best  con- 
ditions that  this  rose  shows  its  full  colour.  Two  other  excel- 
lent Roses,  Edina  and  Southport,  won  certificates  of  merit. 

Then  came  another  poor  growing  season,  beginning  with 
severe  spring  frosts  followed  by  drought.  In  spite  of  it, 
Crimson  Glory  won  a  Certificate  of  Merit  and  surely  deserved 
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it.  Matador  also  was  given  the  award,  but  has  since  failed 
to  justify  it. 

The  following  year  brought  another  poor  growing  season, 
and  only  one  certificate  was  given.  Madge  Prior  was  the  rose 
to  win  it,- — chiefly  because  of  her  wonderful  persistence  in 
blooming  under  the  most  disheartening  conditions. 

Mr.  Keith  having  left  Guelph,  our  present  curator,  Mr. 
James  Taylor,  now  took  over  the  work,  which  he  has  carried 
on  with  excellent  results  in  face  of  increasing  difficulties,  the 
war  having  threstened  the  very  existence  of  the  Test  Garden. 
In  this  crisis,  however,  we  have  had  a  staunch  friend  in  Mr. 
Leon  Smith,  who  has  supplied  us  with  a  wonderful  line  of 
rose  novelties  emanating  from  various  growers,  European  as 
well  as  American. 

The  last  major  award  of  the  Committee  was  made  in 
1938,  when  the  rose  "Mrs.  Verschuren,''  from  the  Holland 
grower,  H.  A.  Verschuren,  was  decided  worthy  of  the  Gold 
Medal.  This  rose,  known  to  the  American  trade  as  "R.M.S. 
Queen  Mary"  made  a  wonderful  showing  in  the  Test  Garden 
during  its  first  two  seasons  there^  but  has  failed  to  do  so 
subsequently,  and  I  am  afraid  that  many  of  us  have  had 
similar  results  in  our  own  gardens.  This  seems  to  be  the 
only  time  that  the  Committee  has  had  cause  to  regret  its 
award  of  the  Society's  Gold  Medal.  Of  the  three  roses 
granted  certificates  that  year,  Madge  Whipp  and  Signora 
Piero  Puricelli  still  appear  to  have  deserved  them  while 
Leontine  Contenot  seems  now  to  have  too  weak  a  con- 
stitution to  survive  for  long. 

In  1939  three  more  Certificates  of  Merit  were  awarded, 
and  to  date  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  they  were 
deserved.  One  went  to  that  delightfully  decorative  rose, 
Mme.  Henri  Guillot,  which  is  a  favorite  of  mine,  worth  growing, 
if  think,  if  only  for  the  foliage  alone,  for  it  is  as  thick  and  glossy 
as  holly  leaves.  Eclipse,  of  the  lovely  long  yellow  buds,  was 
another :  it  needs  no  description  or  praise  from  me.  The  third 
was  a  most  remarkable  shrub-rose  in  the  class  of  the  famous 
F.  J.  Grootendorst  and  emanating  from  the  same  grower  in 
Holland.  To  date  we  know  it  only  as  Rien  Grootendorst 
No.  21.  Undoubtedly  it  is  a  rose  with  a  great  future,  for  it 
makes  a  large  bush,  ablaze  with  gorgeous  crimson  blooms  all 
season  long.  But  we  cannot  expect  to  have  it  in  our  gardens 
until  after  the  war. 

The  last  awards  which  we  need  mention  are  the  cer- 
tificates given  in  1940  to  Howard  and  Smith's  brilliant  red 
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Hybrid  Tea  rose,  Poinsettia,  which  seems  to  have  been 
deserved;  and  that  to  the  little  Hybrid  Polyantha,  Rosenelfe, 
with  the  very  dainty  but  none  too  abundant  blooms.  It  is 
too  early  to  predict  a  lasting  success  for  tl^ese  roses. 

What  the  future  of  the  Test  Garden  will  be,  no  one  knows* 
It  is  with  the  greatest  difficulty  that  it  is  being  carried  on 
under  war  conditions  and  its  value  is  bound  to  diminish  as 
the  stream  of  new  roses  dries  up,  for  the  originations  of  the 

European  growers  can  no  longer  reach  us  except  some  which 
were  sent  to  this  continent  before  the  outbreak  of  the  war: 
and  now  even  the  American  growers  will  suffer  from  labour- 
shortage  and  many  other  troubles. 

My  readers  may  have  noticed  that  no  climbing  roses  have 
gained  awards  at  our  Test  Garden.  This  has  been  largely 
due  to  the  fact  that  few  climbers  have  done  well  there,  owing 
largely  to  the  difficulty  of  providing  satisfactory  winter  pro- 
rection  for  them.  It  is  hoped  that  this  may  be  partly  over- 
come in  the  near  future,  but  it  is  evident  that  reliably  hardy 
climbing  roses  for  the  colder  sections  of  Ontario  are  still 
lamentably  few.  Meantime,  a  recently-developed  feature  of 
the  Garden  is  an  extensive  plantation  of  Rose  Species  in  a 
long  border  just  outside  the  Rose  Garden  proper.  These 
are  now  well  established  and  warrant  a  visit  from  every  keen 
rosarian.  They  should  be  seen  in  mid- June,  when  they  are 
at  the  height  of  their  bloom.  Some  of  them  which  are  little 
known  as  yet  are  remarkably  beautiful  shrubs  and  should 
be  widely  grown  in  our  gardens. 

If  the  Test  Garden  proves  its  value  in  the  next  ten  years 
as  fully  as  it  has  in  the  last  decade  it  will  surely  be  worth  the 
time,  money  and  hard  work  that  has  been  put  into  it. 


ROSE  RECOLLECTIONS  OF  1941 

By  D.  C.  Patton 

Ah! — the  fire-side,  the  easy  chair  and  slippers  are  ex- 
tremely gratifying  this  blustery  November  night!  We  are 
tired- — very  tired — but  we've  finished  most  of  our  Fall  rose 
garden  work,  and  that  is  always  such  a  satisfaction.  The 
annual  Fall  clean-up  of  the  rose  beds,  the  preparation  for 
Winter,  and  the  "putting  to  bed"  of  our  roses  till  another 
Spring,  is  hard  work,  but  we  believe  one  of  the  most  important 
tasks  of  the  whole  rose  year — and  well  worth  doing  carefully 
and  thoroughly. 
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For  some  years  it  has  been  our  practice  to  first  bundle 
and  tie  up  each  plant  with  raffia  or  soft  twine — partly  so  it 
can  be  worked  around  more  easily,  partly  so  loose  branches 
will  not  be  blown  about  by  high  winds  and  thus  loosen  the 
earth  protection  applied  later.  Next,  with  sharp  secateurs, 
we  cut  away  all  tall,  straggly  growth  on  the  H.T.'s  and  Poly- 
anthas,  even  on  some  H.P.'s — again  to  offset  wind  resistance. 
Then  we  literally  "get  down  to  work"  picking  off  old  and 
black-spotted  foliage,  and  cutting  away  all  dead  stubs  of 
canes.  The  ground  is  then  thoroughly  cleaned  by  hand- 
picking  all  fallen  leaves  and  rubbish.  This  completed,  we 
loosen — with  a  small  bladed  hoe — the  earth  around  each 
plant  and,  by  hand,  scoop  it  up  and  pat  it  firmly  around  the 
base  of  the  canes.  An  application  of  sulphur  and  copper 
dust  is  then  dusted  on  the  ground  and  on  the  plants  as  a 
precaution  against  black-spot  next  year.  The  level  of  our 
rose  beds  is  a  few  inches  below  surrounding  lawns  and  our 
roses  are  closely  planted.  Accordingly,  we  arrange  each 
Fall  for  a  supply  of  good  clean,  fairly  light  garden  loam  and 
the  final  operation  is  the  heaping  up  of  two  or  three  shovels 
full  of  this  loam  around  the  base  of  each  plant,  and  the  patting 
of  it  into  a  firm,  cone-shaped  mound  of  protection.  Manure 
may  be  spread  between  the  hills  and  we  have  done  so  in 
past  years.  This  Fall  we  plan  to  apply  slow-acting  com- 
mercial fertilizer,  wood  ashes  and  soot,  if  available,  and  leave 
the  application  of  manure  till  the  beds  have  been  Spring 
cleaned  of  the  Winter's  accumulation  of  dead  leaves  and 
rubbish. 

All  this  work  brings  one  into  very  close  and  intimate 
contact  with  each  individual  rose  in  the  garden,  and  as  we 
never  can  keep  gloves  on  during  certain  gardening  operations, 
our  thorn-scratched  hands  and  wrists  bear  mute  but  painful 
witness  to  the  intimacy  of  said  contacts ! 

In  some  respects  the  preparation  of  our  rose  friends  for 
their  winter  sleep  is  a  melancholy  task — Summer  seemed  so 
fleeting — next  June  is  so  far  away!  Yet  one  does  renew 
acquaintance  with  each  rose  tended  and  at  least  it's  a  personal 
au  revoir  till  another  Spring.  What  recollections  of  the 
individual  and  collective  performance  of  our  roses  it  all  brings 
back — this  sturdy  plant  of  Duquesa  de  Penaranda  was  a  joy 
all  Summer, — almost  constantly  in  bloom,  its  large  leathery 
foliage  still  glossy  and  clean  .  .  .  with  regret  we  cut  down 
the  thirty  inch  canes  with  their  frost-nipped  buds.  Next,  a 
fine  plant  of  McGredy's  Yellow— several  frosted  blooms  still 
waving  in  the  November  wind,  and  the  elusive  honey  scent 
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of  this  grand  rose  comes  again  to  our  nostrils — in  imagination. 
Patting  the  earth  firmly  round  its  base,  we  mentally  pat  the 
originator  on  his  back  for  giving  the  world  such  a  rose.  And 
so  on  down  the  row- — here  a  rose  which  seemed  unhappy 
although  the  few  blooms  it  did  produce  were  a  joy — perhaps 
it  should  be  moved  to  a  sunnier  location  next  Spring;  there 
one  that  might  as  well  be  discarded  and  replaced  with  a 
more  reliable  and  pleasing  variety.  We  are  reminded  of  the 
successes  and  failures — the  delights  and  disappointments  of 
the  rose  year  now  closing,  and  all  are  vividly  recalled.  What 
an  unusually  early,  warm  Spring  this  year  gave  us  in  Southern 
Ontario — those  mid-May  days  were  positively  hot.  How 
the  roses  and  trees  and  garden  things  generally  sprang  into 
luxuriant  growth!  Rose  bloom  appeared  earlier  than  ever 
in  our  recollection  and  those  of  us  who  planned  exhibiting  at 
the  Annual  Rose  Show  were  perturbed  to  realize  that  the 
majority  of  our  best  blooms  would  be  full  blown,  or  gone, 
before  the  date  set — June  23rd.  Indeed,  such  was  the  case, 
and  for  the  first  time  in  many  years  those  veteran  Rosarians, 
Mr.  Henry  Bertram  of  Dundas,  and  Col.  Hugh  A.  Rose  of 
Welland,  did  not  exhibit  one  rose,  while  the  best  exhibition 
blooms  of  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster  and  other  keen  rose  lovers  were 
gone  before  the  Show  and  their  entries  restricted  to  the 
Poly  an  th  a  and  the  Decorative  Classes.  The  marvel  was  that 
our  Show  proved  so  successful,  and  that  so  many  creditable 
entries  as  appeared  were  possible.  Our  thoughts  dwelt 
pleasantly  on  the  1941  Rose  Exhibition  and  we  recalled  that 
its  being  held  on  a  Monday  was  most  helpful,  giving  us  time 
over  the  week-end  to  cut  and  sort  and  generally  prepare  for 
the  usual  rush  on  Show  morning. 

Another  pleasurable  recollection  was  that  there  were 
very  few  rose  chafers  this  summer.  We  loath  rose  chafers 
and  have  yet  to  learn  of  a  spray  or  dust  that  will  prevent 
them  from  devouring  our  choicest  buds  and  blooms.  They 
have  been  our  worst  rose  enemy  for  years,  but  in  1941  almost 
left  our  garden  alone- — for  which  we  were  devoutly  grateful. 
Black-spot  was  more  prevalent  than  for  years,  however — we 
fear  largely  because  we  had  less  time  for  our  roses  this  summer 
and  they  were  not  sprayed  and  dusted  as  regularly  and  thor- 
oughly as  in  past  seasons.  It  did  not  appear  until  well  into 
August  by  which  time  there  had  been  more  profuse  bloom  than 
usual  in  mid-summer,  and  heavy  dustings  of  wettable  sulphur 
checked  it  for  a  while.  Late  August  and  early  September 
brought  more  wealth  of  bloom  but  the  black-spot  gained 
ground  and,  with  very  few  free  hours  to  combat  it,  rather 
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spoiled  a  fine  late  season's  performance.  Thinking  about 
black-spot' — it  seemed  that  plants  which  had  not  been  vig- 
orous and  growing  well  were  the  first  to  succumb  to  this  hateful 
rose  enemy.  We  read  so  often  that  certain  varieties  are 
much  more  susceptible  than  others, — and  no  doubt  that's 
true — but  we  noticed  that  of  four  plants  of  Duquesa  de 
Penaranda  in  three  different  beds,  three  that  were  lusty- 
bushes  were  spotless  while  the  fourth,  which  had  been  back- 
ward and  had  made  poor  growth,  became  badly  infected 
early.  This  was  also  true  of  one  or  two  of  several  Crimson 
Glory.  That  variety  was  a  joy  again  this  summer,  and  as 
we  hilled  up  two  particularly  vigorous  specimentS' — say — 
that  plane  is  low' — the  roar  of  its  motor  impels  a  straightening 
of  aching  back  and  the  gazing  up  at  the  graceful  banks  and 
swoops  of  a  R.C.A.F.  trainer' — thoughts  drift  from  roses  to 
the  ever  present  war  clouds — to  the  lads  in  that  plane  and  in 
thousands  of  others — to  our  pilot  son  Overseas.  But' — back 
to  our  roses,  thank  God — and- — oh  yes,  our  Crimson  Glorys — 
several  of  which  are  three  and  four  years  old  and  grown  to 
large  bushes,' — showed  a  tendency,  we  remembered,  to  pro- 
duce more  blooms  than  in  other  years,  but  except  for  the  first 
and  last  crop,  on  shorter,  weaker  stems  than  when  the  plants 
were  younger? 

Ho  hum!  Yes,  1941  was  a  good  rose  year,  the  only  per- 
sonal regrets  being  the  lack  of  time  to  work  with,  and  study, 
and  enjoy  ours,  as  we  fain  would  have- — and  the  black  spot 
infestation  which  resulted.  But  next  year  is  another  year — 
and  come  what  will — Roses  will  bloom  again  and  with  their 
beauty  and  grace  and  fragrance,  help  us  to  face  whatever 
lies  ahead. 


WHAT  ARE  FLORIBUNDAS? 

It  seems  appropriate  that  an  effort  should  be  made  to 
dissipate  the  confusion  which  has  arisen  through  the  use  of 
the  term,  "Floribunda,"  which  has  crept  into  Rose  literature 
and  Rose  discussions  in  recent  years. 

To  the  best  of  our  knowledge  the  term  is  properly  applic- 
able to  a  species  known  as  Rosa  Floribunda  (Baker),  (Will- 
mott,  The  Genus  Rosa,  Vol.  2,  Page  513),  but  it  was  appro- 
priated a  few  years  ago  by  the  late  J.  H.  Nicolas  and  applied 
to  the  group  of  Roses  officially  designated  "Hybrid  Poly- 
anthas,"  and,  while  some  writers  and  commercial  houses 
restrict  its  use  to  members  of  that  group,  others  have  sought 
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to  widen  the  scope  of  its  application  to  include  certain  Hybrid 
Teas,  such  as  Carillon.  It  seems  obvious  that  the  term  has 
become  a  football  which  is  being  aimlessly  kicked  about,  and 
that  its  misuse  is  to  be  deplored  by  all  those  striving  for  orderly 
Rose  classification.  It  is  our  view  that  a  descriptive  term  as 
applied  to  a  group  of  Roses  should  be  indicative  of  the  ances- 
tral background  of  that  group,  but  the  term  "Floribunda" 
fails  to  serve  that  purpose.  It  merely  indicates  "an  abun- 
dance of  flowers." 

As  a  result  of  the  absence  of  botanical  authority  for  the 
use  of  the  term  in  the  Nicolas  sense,  and  more  particularly 
because  it  is  recognized  as  properly  applicable  to  the  species 
mentioned  heretofore,  The  National  Rose  Society  and  The 
American  Rose  Society  have  both  declined  to  accord  recog- 
nition to  the  term,  and  at  a  meeting  of  this  Society's  Directors, 
held  on  12th  March,  1942,  a  resolution  was  introduced  and, 
after  discussion,  passed,  confirming  the  action  of  the  Editors 
of  the  Society's  publications  in  avoiding  the  use  of  the  term 
"Floribunda,"  except  as  applied  to  the  species,  R.  Floribunda 
(Baker),  and  withholding  recognition  of  the  term  for  other 
than  its  legitimate  application.  It  was  further  recom- 
mended that  the  use  of  the  term  be  discouraged  with  a  view 
to  its  ultimate  elimination  from  Rose  literature  except  as 
applied  to  R.  Floribunda  (Baker).  — The  Editor 


THE  CLEARING  HOUSE 

By  The  Editor 

While  any  comments  which  we  have  heard  with  respect 
to  the  value  of  this  department  have  been  distinctly  favour- 
able, it  is  disappointing  to  find  that  the  number  of  contrib- 
utors again  has  declined.  To  those  who  have  responded 
however,  I  desire  to  express  my  appreciation  of  their  co- 
operation. 

As  in  the  past,  only  varieties  introduced  within  the  past 
five  years,  1937  to  1941  inclusive,  are  discussed,  and,  where 
possible,  the  number  of  plants  of  a  variety,  the  number  of 
years  grown,  the  type  of  soil,  the  sun  exposure,  and  the 
understock  on  which  budded  are  indicated. 

LIST  OF  CONTRIBUTORS 
With  Xame,  Address,  nature  of  Soil,  and  Exposure: — 
Beare,  Mr.  J.  G.,  108  Eastbourne  Ave.,  Toronto;  Light  Loam;  Full  Sun- 
shine. 

Dufton,  Mr.  F.  F.,  Housey's  Rapids,  Muskoka,  Ont.;  Shallow  Clay  Loam; 
Partial  Shade. 


THE  CLEARING  HOUSE 


67 


Hatton,  Mr.  R.  Marion,  Box  687,  Harrisburg,  Pa.;  Shale;  Full  Sunshine. 
Mansz,    Mr.  H.  J.,  Tavistock,  Ont.;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
McKechnie,  Mr.  J.  B.,  133  Ardagh  St.,  Toronto;  Sandy  Loam;  Partial 
Shade. 

Patton,  Mr.  D.  C.— Burnhamthorpe  Park,  Islington,  Ont.;  Clay  Loam.; 
Full  Sunshine.  :. 

Raymond,  Mr.  G.  S.,  Waterloo,  Ont.;  Medium  Clay  Loam;  Exposure  not 

Rolph.  Dr.* A.  H.,  "The  Elms,"  Weston,  Ont.;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine 
and  Partial  Shade. 

Selwood,  Mr.  A.,  3741  Arbutus  St.,  Vancouver,  B.C.;  Sandy  Loam;:  Full 

Sunshine  and  Partial  Shade. 
Taylor,  Mr.  J.  C,  Ontario  Agricultural  College,  Guelph,  Ont.;  Clay  Loam. 
Webster,  Mr.  A.  J.,  365  Lauder  Ave.,  Toronto;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine 

and  Partial  Shade. 

The  following  abbreviations  apply  throughout: — Years — Yrs.,  Under- 
stocks— Canina — Can.,  Multiflora; — Mult.,  Ragged  Robin — R.R.,  Rugosa 
—Rug.  ■  ;  •••  ■• ;';  •    '  :  ■  _ 

Adolphe  Grille,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes,  1940)- — Despite  its  official  classifi- 
cation, Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  considers  it  a  low-growing  H.T., 
bearing  four-inch  loose  flowers  of  25  petals,  opening  bright,  lustrous  red 
and  changing  to  deep  pink.  While  the  foliage  was  healthy,  it  was  attacked 
severely  by  Red  Spider.  He  desribes  it  as  not  floriferous  enough  for  a 
Polyantha  and  unimportant  as  a  Hybrid  Tea. 

Adoration,  H.T-  (Gaujard,  1940),  (He  de  France  in  Europe)— Mr. 
Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  had  tall,  leggy,  free-blooming  plants.  While 
he  admired  the  attractive  buds,  the  open  blooms  lacked  form  and  fragrance 
and  they  faded  badly.  Useful  for  cutting  in  the  bud  stage  but  nor  for 
garden  colour. 

Afterglow,  H.T.  (Le  Grice(>  1938)  (Formerly  called  Sam  Buff)— Mr. 
Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  is  unimpressed  with  this  sport  of  Mrs.  Sam 
McGredy,  describing  both  the  growth  and  the  blooms  as  " scrubby." 

Alice  Harding,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1937).  For  several  years  contributors 
to  the  Clearing  House  have  been  expressing  dissatisfaction  with  this  Rose 
and  now  even  the  patient  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  has  reluctantly 
discarded  it.  Mr.  Mansz,  however,  (2  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  still  remains 
faithful,  expressing  admiration  for  the  buds  and  blooms  but  disappoint- 
ment with  the  growth. 

Anna  Neagle,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1937).  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs., 
Mult.)  is  fond  of  the  vivid  cerise-pink  colour,  which  did  not  fade,  and  of 
the  unique,  ruffled  outer  petals,  but  one  of  his  plants,  for  reasons  not 
apparent,  made  little  growth.  He  considers  it  a  good  rose  for  massing 
Mr.  Raymond  (6  p.,  Mult.)  also  is  well  pleased  referring  to  good  growth, 
abundant  bloom  and  freedom  from  disease. 

Apricot  Dawn,  H.T.  (Wyant,  1938).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
likes  this  sport  of  Golden  Dawn  and  states  that  it  is  like  its  parent  in  all 
respects  save  colour  which  he  describes  as  "warm  pink."  This  does  not 
appear  to  justify  the  name  and  perhaps  Mr.  Hatton  gazed  at  it  through 
rose-tinted  glasses. 

Apricot  Queen,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pi., 
1  yr.,  Mult.)  had  moderate  growth  and  healthy  foliage  but  some  of  the 
attractive-coloured  blooms  came  quartered.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  can  find  no  reference  to  it  in  his  notes  so  he  assumes  that  it  failed 
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all  season  to  attract  his  attention.  I  wonder  if  he  is  merely  letting  this 
Rose  down  easily! 

Aribau,  H.T.  (Dot,  1936).  While  actually  one  year  too  old  for  dis- 
cussion in  The  Clearing  House,  I  am  including  it  because  of  Mr.  Raymond's 
enthusiastic  report.  He  (8  p.,  Can.)  considers  it  one  of  the  best  reds  with 
vigorous  growth,  healthy  foliage,  and  large  non-fading  blooms  produced 
freely  on  strong  stems. 

Beverley  Nichols,  H.T.  (Burbage,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  is  pleased  with  his  results,  describing  the  growth  as  very  vigorous 
the  foliage  healthy,  and  the  blooms  well-formed.  Its  performance  was 
particularly  gratifying  in  the  autumn.  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  agrees 
with  respect  to  vigor  but  complains  of  the  poor  flower  colour.  The 
official  description  of  the  colour  is  cream  with  salmon  reverse,  but  it 
appears  to  vary  according  to  temperature,  soil  and  moisture  conditions. 

Boutonniere,  H.T.  (Lammerts,  1940).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs., 
R.R.)  finds  the  small  double,  pale  apricot  flowers  very  interesting.  His 
healthy,  bushy  plants  were  generous  with  blooms  in  June  and  October 
but  stingy  in  the  intervening  period. 

Break  O'Day,  H.T.  (Brownell,  1939).  Mr.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  is  satisfied  with  growth  and  bloom  production  but  intimates  that 
the  buds  and  blooms  are  of  poor  quality.  There  is  also  a  Polyantha  named 
Break  O'Day,  an  introduction  of  Archer,  but  I  am  assuming  that  Mr. 
Mansz  has  the  Brownell  variety. 

Burgundy,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith)  1939.  Mr.  Raymond  (1  pi., 
1  yr.)  is  so  well  pleased  that  he  is  increasing  his  planting.  He  praises  its 
strong  growth,  satisfactory  bloom  production  and  grand  wine-red  colour. 
Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  3  yrs.,  R.R.)  agrees  in  all  respects  except  colour  which, 
while  attractive  in  the  young  blooms,  acquires  blue  tints  and  burns  in 
the  hot  sun. 

California,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton  (3  pi., 
1  yr.,  Mult.)  Hatton,  (Many  pi.,  1-5  yrs.,  R.R.)  and  Raymond,  agree  that 
the  loosely  formed  fragrant  decorative  blooms,  freely  produced  on  strong 
healthy  plants,  are  very  interesting  although  Mr.  Raymond  avers  that  the 
golden  colour  fades. 

Captain  Blood,  H.T.  (Melville  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.) 
extols  the  unfading  red  colour,  the  well-formed  blooms  and  the  excellent 
plant  characteristics,  and  since  he  is  not  easily  pleased,  this  rose  appears 
to  be  worthy  of  a  trial. 

Charlotte  Armstrong,  H.T.  (Lammerts,  1940).  While  this  rose  enjoys 
a  great  reputation  in  the  United  States,  Mr.  Hatton  (6  pi.,  2  yrs.,  R.R.) 
exercises  restraint  in  his  comment.  He  admires  the  long,  shapely  buds 
and  the  strong  growth  but  objects  to  the  unpleasant  scent  and  the  un- 
certain colour  which  varies  from  deep  pink  to  light  red. 

C.  H.  Middleton,  H.T.  (B.  R.  Cant,  1939).  Mr.  Raymond  (10  pi., 
Can.)  pronounces  this  the  most  industrious  Rose  in  his  garden.  He  re- 
gards it  as  the  best  red  garden  variety  and  states  that  it  prefers  a  medium 
soil.    He  noted  slight  fading  in  colour. 

Citron,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
reports  the  growth  as  moderate,  the  foliage  healthy,  and  the  brilliant 
yellow  blooms  produced  fairly  freely. 

Cochineal  Glory,  H.T.  (Leenders,  1937).  Messrs.  Mansz  (1  pi., 
?>  yrs.,  Mult.),  Patton  (2  p.,  5  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
<ire  in  agreement  that,  while  the  long,  spiral,  salmon-red  buds  are  captiva- 
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ting,  the  variety  has  little  else  to  justify  its  existence.  The  colour  quickly 
fades  to  a  washy  pink  and  the  blooms  lack  substance.  Mr.  Mansz  refers 
also  to  weak  growth  and  scarcity  of  bloom,  and  Mr.  Patton  has  now  dis- 
carded his  plants. 

Contrast,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith),  1937).  Mr.  Raymond  likes  this 
bi-colour  rose  particularly  in  the  autumn.  His  only  criticism  is  on  account 
of  a  tendency  toward  mildew. 

Dainty  Maid,  H.  Poly.  (Le  Grice,  1937).  Messrs.  Hatton  (3  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Raymond  (12  pi.,  Can.)  are  both  unimpressed,  the 
latter  expressing  the  intention  of  discarding  it. 

Dame  Catherine,  H.T.  (B.  R.  Cant,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi., 
Can.)  considers  it  a  meritorious  yellow  somewhat  thin  at  times,  but  with 
blooms  otherwise  well-formed. 

Dickson's  Bouquet,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1938).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  finds  it  vigorous,  healthy  and  prolific  but  he  omits  any  reference  to 
bloom  quality,  while  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Mult.)  apparently  in  agreement, 
describes  the  blooms  as  of  good  form.  He  is  very  pleased  with  its  autumn 
performance. 

Dickson's  Perfection,  H»T.  (Dickson,  1937).    Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  McKenzie  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.,  1  pi.,  1  yr.)  regard  it  with  a 
friendly  eye,  describing  it  as  moderately  vigorous,  healthy  and  free- 
flowering.  Mr.  Raymond  (12  pi.,  Mult.)  furnishes  a  similar  report  but 
adds  that  it  was  slightly  affected  by  mildew.  Dr.  Rolph  had  indifferent 
growth  and  scarcity  of  bloom  but  in  the  autumn  this  Rose  produced  several 
of  the  finest  blooms  he  has  ever  grown, — and  that  is  high  praise  indeed! 
He  is  intrigued  by  the  form  and  distinctive  colour  of  the  lovely  blooms.  I 
regard  it  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  as  a  good  bedder  but,  like  Dr.  Rolph,  I  find 
the  growth  only  moderate  and  the  bloom  shy.  The  colour,  particularly 
in  the  early  stages,  is  supremely  beautiful. 

Dr.  F.  Q.  Chandler,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1938)— (Dickson's  Red).  There 
is  almost  complete  unanimity  amongst  the  critics  with  respect  to  this 
Rose.  Messrs.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.),  Hatton  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.), 
Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.),  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  Raymond  (1  pi., 
Mult.),  Dr.  Rolph  and  I  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  agree  that  it  is  fair  but  not 
outstanding.  All  reporters  are  pleased  with  the  colour  which  is  well 
maintained,  also  the  fragrance,  but,  while  Mr.  Mansz  describes  the  growth 
as  satisfactory,  Mr.  Dufton  and  Dr.  Rolph  refer  to  it  as  moderate  and 
Mr.  Patton  and  I  as  spindly.  Mr.  Raymond  does  not  refer  to  the  growth 
habit  but  he  complains  of  mildew.  Messrs.  Dufton,  Mansz  and  Patton 
consider  it  a  free  bloomer  while  Dr.  Rolph  and  I  dissent  from  that  opinion. 

East  Anglia,  H.T.  (Morse,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  has 
a  high  opinion  of  this  sport  of  Golden  Dawn  which  is  reputed  to  have  in- 
herited all  the  characteristics  of  its  parent  except  colour,  which  is  pink 
shading  to  gold  at  the  base.  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  is  in  substantial 
agreement,  remarking  that  it  closely  resembles  Nellie  E.  Hillock,  another 
descendant  of  Golden  Dawn. 

Elegance,  L.C.  (Brownell,  1938).  Mr.  Hatton  (1  pi.,  6  yrs.,  Mult.) 
expresses  the  view  that  although  a  stingy  bloomer,  the  lovely  flowers  would 
earn  this  variety  a  place  in  the  connoisseur's  garden.    I  concur  (1  pi., 

3  yrs.,  Can.)  in  Mr.  Hatton's  report  and  add  that  the  plant  seems  quite 
hardy  in  this  area  without  protection. 

Erna  Qrootendorst,  H.  Poly.  (R.  Grootendorst,  1938).  Mr.  Hatton 
(3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  enthusiastic  in  his  praise  of  this  hard-working  Rose. 
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The  blooms,  with  about  twenty  petals,  are  bright  red  until  autumn  when 
the  colour  deepens.  He  places  it  second  in  rank  to  Firefly  while  Mr. 
Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  regards  it  as  second  only  to  Donald  Prior. 
He  and  Mr.  Raymond  (12  pis.,  Can.)  emphasize  the  abundance  and  con- 
tinuance of  bloom  production  and  the  brilliance  of  the  colour.  Mr. 
Patton  describes  the  growth  as  vigorous  and  Mr.  Raymond  as  about 
twelve  inches  in  height.  My  own  notes  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  indicate 
agreement  with  Mr.  Raymond. 

Eternal  Youth,  H.T.  (Aicardi,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
describes  this  Rose  as  a  blush  form  of  Dame  Edith  Helen.  Mr.  Mansz, 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is  well  pleased  with  his  first-year  results,  but  Mr. 
Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  complains  that  many  of  the  very  full-petalled 
blooms  experienced  difficulty  in  opening.  When  one  did  open  well,  how- 
ever, it  was  a  masterpiece  of  form  in  a  soft  pink  shade.  He  regards  it  as 
capricious  but  interesting.  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  has  had 
good  growth  and  the  blooms  of  pale  rose  pink  are  impressive.  He  des- 
cribes the  large  blooms  as  loosely  formed  and  quite  fragrant,  while  Mr. 
Patton  admitting  slight  fragrance  says  the  glooms  are  tight.  While  not 
growing  this  Rose,  my  observations  elsewhere  would  seem  to  lend  support 
o  Mr.  Taylor's  description. 

Eutin,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes,  1940).  Mr.  Taylor's  experience  (6  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  practically  duplicates  my  own  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.).  The  growth 
is  vigorous  and  branching,  up  to  three  feet  or  more — and  the  dark  green 
foliage  is  healthy.  The  dark  crimson  double  blooms  of  fair  size  are  borne 
freely  in  huge  clusters.  While  fading  of  colour  is  not  serious,  both  Mr. 
Taylor  and  I  have  noted  a  tendency  to  burn  in  periods  of  extremely  hot 
weather.    This  appears  to  be  a  valuable  Rose. 

Everbloom,  CI.  Poly.  (Archer,  1939).  This  single,  deep-pink  semi- 
climber  has  earned  the  approbation  of  Mr.  Raymond  (4  p.,  Can.)  who 
says  it  is  always  in  bloom  and  is  well  clothed  with  healthy  foliage. 

Firefly,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes,  1938)  (Holstein  in  U.S.).  Mr.  Hatton 
(3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  ranks  this  "tops"  amongst  the  Hybrid  Polyanthas 
because  of  its  excellent  plant  characteristics,  its  capacity  for  work  and 
the  attractiveness  of  its  semi-single  blooms.  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  and  I  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  while  admitting  the  qualities  claimed  for 
it  by  Mr.  Hatton,  have  observed  rather  serious  fading  of  colour,  and  I 
personally  have  found  that  my  plants  have  suffered  severely  from  winter 
damage  although  they  have  made  quck  recovery. 

Flash,  CI.  H.T.  (Hatton,  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (2  pi.,  Mult.)  is 
satisfied  with  his  results,  his  plants  having  made  good  growth  and  having 
bloomed  well.  He  compares  the  blooms  to  those  of  Condesa  de  Sastago. 
Mr.  Taylor  (2  pi.,  4  yrs..  Mult.)  says  that  while  apparently  a  climber  in 
more  favoured  districts,  it  merely  makes  a  strong  bush  at  Guelph.  The 
colour  of  newly-opened  blooms  is  very  striking  but  fading  is  serious. 
While  I  have  not  grown  this  Rose  as  yet,  I  have  seen  and  admired  the 
sensational  blooms  and  I  am  inclined  to  cheer  for  it  not  merely  on  account 
of  my  lofty  regard  for  its  originator,  but  because  of  its  intrinsic  merit. 

Gerald  Hardy,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1938).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.),  while  admitting  moderate  vigour  and  healthy  foliage,  finds  it  a 
shy  bloomer  although  admiring  the  form  and  rich  colour  of  the  blooms. 
Mr.  Mansz  CI  pi.,  1  yr.)  is  satisfied  with  his  first-year  results,  reporting 
robust  growth  and  a  fair  amount  of  attractive  bloom  of  even-toned  red. 
Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  still  maintains  that  this  is 
one  of  his  best  red  bedders,  reporting  healthy  foliage,  moderate  growth, 
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and  bloom  which  maintains  its  colour.  Mr.  Patton  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.) 
tenders  an  apology  for  his  previous  derogatory  comment  and  says  that 
his  one  remaining  plant  grew  into  a  sturdy  bush  and  produced  many 
shapely,  fragrant,  crimson  blooms.  I  still  consider  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.) 
that  it  is  a  fine  vigorous  garden  Rose  although  in  midsummer  some  of  the 
richness  of  colour  disappears. 

Glamour,  H.T.  (Leenders,  1939).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  is  very 
fond  of  this  free-blooming,  vigorous  and  healthy  seedling  of  Comtesse 
Vandal. 

Golden  Glow,  L.C.  (Brownell,  1937).  Mr.  Hatton  (1  pi.,  6  yrs., 
Mult.)  considers  this  to  be  the  best  hardy  yellow  climber  yet  introduced 
despite  the  fact  that  the  flowers  are  fleeting.  Having  regard  to  all  factors, 
I  agree  with  him  (2  pi.,  1-4  yrs.,  1-3  yrs.,  1  Mult.,  1  Can.)  although  the 
individual  blooms  have  not  the  substance  of  those  of  Mrs.  Arthur  Curtis 
James. 

Golden  Sastago,  H.T.  (Dot,  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (4  pi.,  Mult.) 
admits  that  the  blooms  are  attractive  for  garden  decorative  purposes  but 
will  discard  on  account  of  notorious  susceptibility  to  blackspot.  Mr. 
Taylor  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  likes  the  golden  apricot  blooms  which  are 
produced  in  abundance  but  expresses  the  view  that  they  are  useful  for 
garden  decoration  only,  not  for  cutting.    His  plants  are  quite  healthy. 

Golden -State,  H.T.  (Meilland,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  admires  the  clear  yellow  colour,  the  tall  vigorous  growth  and  the 
healthy  foliage  and  appraises  it  as  a  good  garden  Rose.  Mr.  McKechnie 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  in  entire  agreement  but  deplores  the  lack 
of  bloom.  Mr.  Raymond,  however,  states  that  it  is  a  continuous  bloomer 
and  that  the  foliage  blackspots.  It  also  meets  with  the  approval  of  Dr. 
Rolph  although  he  is  critical  of  the  somewhat  slender  stems  and  the  flat 
form  of  the  open  blooms.  I  find  (2  pi.,  2-3  yrs.,  Can.)  the  growth  tall 
and  willowy,  the  foliage  healthy  and  the  blooms  pleasing,  but  I  could  use 
more  of  them,  particularly  in  the  autumn. 

Good  News,  H.T.  (Meilland,  1940).  Mr.  Hatton(3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
pronounces  this  the  best  new  Rose  of  1941,  producing  its  pink  blooms 
continuously  on  tall  vigorous  plants  clothed  with  healthy  foliage.  Frag- 
rance is  weak  but  its  other  good  qualities  more  than  compensate  for  this 
deficiency. 

Grand  Duchess  Charlotte,  H.T.  (Ketten,  1939).    Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

1  yr.,  Can.)  and  Mr.  Raymond  (2  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  are  agreed  that  this 
Rose  shows  much  promise.  They  like  the  long,  pointed  buds,  the  tomato- 
red  colour  and  the  healthy  plants. 

Guinee,  CI.  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1937).  Mr.  Taylor  (2  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.) 
and  I  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  are  in  agreement  regarding  the  breath-taking 
beauty  of  the  large,  fragrant,  semi-double,  blackish-garnet  blooms  with 
their  golden  stamens  and  also  with  respect  to  the  vigour  of  the  plants. 
We  both  deplore  its  winter  tenderness.  It  must  be  carefully  protected 
but  we  consider  it  worth  a  little  extra  effort. 

Heart's  Desire,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith,  1942). M  r.  Hatton  (3  pi., 

2  yrs.,  R.R.)  is  intrigued  by  the  lovely  buds,  the  rich  red  blooms  and  the 
old  world  fragrance,  but  says  the  blooms  lack  petalage  and  that  the  plants, 
while  fairly  strong,  will  blackspot. 

Hector  Deane,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1938).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  3  yrs., 
Mult.)  had  unsatisfactory  results  in  1941,  while  Mr.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Mult.)  admitting  poor  growth,  admires  the  blooms.  Mr.  Raymond 
(4  pi.,  Mult.)  is  critical  of  the  serious  fading  of  colour  and  regards  it  as 
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fair  only.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  satisfied  with  his  results, 
the  fragrant  blooms  being  particularly  attractive  in  autumn  when  the 
colour  was  stronger.  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  still  regards  this  as 
a  cheerful,  fragrant,  garden  Rose. 

Home  Sweet  Home,  H.T.  (Wood  &  Ingram,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton, 
2  pi.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.),  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Patton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  are  all  disappointed. 

J.  H.  Bruce,  H.T.  (Bees,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.), 
Patton  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.),  and  I  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  are  all  disgusted  and 
have  discarded  this  Rose  on  account  of  miserable  growth,  poor  colour  and 
shy  bloom.  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  that  this  Rose 
made  no  impression  whatever  on  him  in  its  first  year.  It  has  luke-warm 
friends  in  Messrs.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Taylor  (6  pi.,  5  yrs., 
Can.;  6  p.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  who  find  the  growth  poor  to  moderate  and  the 
colour  of  the  large,  fragrant  blooms  while  poor  in  summer,  improving  in 
Autumn. 

Jessie  Segrave,  H.T.  (Beckwith,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.) 
is  quite  happy  about  it,  reporting  vigour,  health,  unique  red  stems  and 
attractive  colour  which  is  scarlet  shading  to  yellow  at  the  base. 

Josephine  Spiecker,  H.T.  (Verschuren-Pechtold,  1939).  Messrs. 
Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Raymond  both  sing  a  hymn  of  praise  for 
this  Rose,  reporting  vigorous  growth,  healthy  foliage,  plenty  of  blooms  of 
excellent  quality.  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  admits  these 
virtues  excepting  the  blooming  habit,  stating  that  his  plant  did  not  produce 
enough  blooms.  The  double  well-formed  blooms  are  orange-yellow  in 
colour. 

Joyous,  H.  Poly,  (de  Ruiter,  1939).  Mr.  Taylor  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
says  that  while  he  originally  had  six  plants  there  are  only  two  survivors. 
He  reports  moderate  growth  and  scarcity  of  bloom.  His  experience 
corresponds  with  my  own  to  date  (3  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.).  This  is  said  to  be 
a  darker-coloured  sport  of  Else  Poulsen  but  it  does  not  appear  to  have  the 
constitution  of  the  parent. 

Judith,  H.T.  (Le  Grice,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  says  his 
first  year  impressions  are  favourable.  He  compares  this  rose  with  Shot 
Silk  in  colour. 

Kathleen  Kennedy,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1939).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  both  report  attractive 
salmon-carmine  blooms  of  good  form  on  vigorous  plants,  but  Mr.  Patton 
in  an  "aside"  mentions  black  spot.  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is 
unimpressed,  reporting  uninteresting,  cupped  blooms  borne  in  clusters. 
It  gave  a  generous  display  however,  and  he  will  reserve  final  judgment 
until  after  further  observation. 

King  Alexander  1st  (Roi  Alexandre)  (Gaujard,  1937).  Neither  Mr. 
Patton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  nor  I  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  can  arouse  much 
enthusiasm  for  this  Rose.  Vigour,  health  and  production  are  all  sotis- 
factory  but  the  large  coppery-pink  blooms  are  flat  in  shape  and  lack 
refinement. 

Lady  Cahn,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1937).  Messrs.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  1  yr. 
Can.),  Patton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  Raymond  (9  p.l,  Can.),  and  I  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  are  all  cheering  for  this  industrious  variety.  The  substantial 
nicely-formed  blooms  of  soft  apricot  are  very  attractive,  as  are  the  reddish- 
stems,  and  the  growth  is  sturdy  and  branching. 
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Lady  Mandeville,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1939).  Messrs.  Hatton  (9  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.),  Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.),  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.), 
Rolph  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  Taylor  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.,  and  I  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  are  unanimous  in  our  love  for  the  exquisite  blooms  but  are  equally 
unanimous  in  condemning  the  constitution- — or  lack  of  it- — of  the  plants. 
Growth  with  all  reporters  is  very  poor  and  winter  losses  exceptionally  high. 

Lady  Moyra  Cavendish,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1939).  This  Rose  failed 
after  2  years  (2  pi.,  Mult.)  to  give  Mr.  Patton  a  single  flutter  of  excitement 
and  his  plants  having  died  he  will  not  replace  them.  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi., 
4  yrs.,  Mult.)  reports  good  growth  and,  while  he  admires  the  long,  pointed 
buds,  the  colour  of  the  blooms  degenerates  into  an  unattractive  shade. 

Lady  Nutting,  H.T.  (Wheatcroft,  1938).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can,)  is  quite  pleased,  as  is  also  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  with  the  large 
well  formed  salmon  blooms.  Their  plants,  also,  were  vigorous  and  pro- 
ductive. My  first-year  results  were  less  satisfactory,  growth  having  been 
poor,  but  the  few  blooms  produced  were  lovely. 

Lady  Trent,  H.T.  (Dot,  1940).  Mr.  Raymond  (2  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
reports  very  large  blooms  freely  produced  on  satisfactory  plants.  The 
colour  is  described  as  coppery-orange. 

Lawrence  of  Arabia,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1938).  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  reports  a  good  garden  variety,  the  freely-produced  blooms 
being  only  of  average  quality.  Mr.  Raymond,  on  the  other  hand,  admires 
the  colour  combination  of  yellow  and  coppery-pink  and  says  that  the 
blooms  of  large  size  were  freely  produced  on  vigorous  healthy  plants. 

Lemania,  H.T.  (Heizmann,  1937).  According  to  Mr.  Raymond 
(9  pi.,  Can.)  this  is  similar  to  Crimson  Glory — blackish- crimson  buds 
developing  into  large,  double,  extremely  fragrant  crimson  blooms. 

Lily  Pons,  H.T.  (Brownell,  1939).  Mr.  Raymond  -10  p.,  Mult.) 
reports  odd-shaped  yellow  blooms,  some  developing  into  the  form  of  a  star. 
His  plants  are  healthy  and  prolific.  Dr.  Rolph  describes  the  blooms  as 
small  and  dainty  with  colour  fading  quickly  and  plant  growth  weak. 

Lise  Palais,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1939)  (Opal  in  U.S.).  Mr.  Hatton 
(3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  says  it  has  not  improved  over  previous  years'  per- 
formance and  that  he  does  not  want  it.  It  finds  a  friend  in  Mr.  Taylor 
(6  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  who  finds  it  vigorous,  healthy  and  productive.  The 
full  well-formed,  peach-coloured  blooms  have  ample  substance  and  lasting 
qualities.  I  consider  it  rather  ordinary  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  and,  as  Mr.  Taylor 
suggests,  the  blooms  do  last  indefinitely  but  they  become  ugly  in  the 
course  of  doing  so.  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  apparently  likes  it  al- 
though he  criticizes  it  because  of  scarcity  of  bloom. 

Little  Miss  Muffett,  H.  Poly.  (La  Grice,  1940).    Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Mult.)  admires  the  large  pink  blooms  and  the  strong  healthy  plants 
but  complains  of  insufficient  bloom.  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
foes  "all  out"  for  it  pronouncing  it  the  best  of  its  class  introduced  to  date. 
He  describes  the  rich  pink  blooms  as  over  four  inches  in  diameter  and 
produced  continuously. 

Mme.  Chas.  Mallerin,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1939).    Mr.  Hatton  (6  pi., 

3  yrs.;  20  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  admires  the  orange-salmon  blooms  which 
hold  their  brilliant  colour  well  but  he  says  the  foliage  is  bad.  He  con- 
siders it  desirable  because  of  its  other  good  qualities. 

Mme.  Couibes,  H.T.  (Meilland,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can.)  reports  only  moderate  growth  but  healthy  foliage.  He  is  captivated 
by  the  exquisite  blooms  of  salmon-apricot,  especially  delightful  in  Autumn. 
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Mme.  Edmond  Labbe,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1939).    Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

1  yr.,  Can.),  and  I  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  are  both  pleased  with  first-year 
results.  The  growth  is  low  and  spreading  and  the  foliage  was  free  from 
disease.  The  buds  are  of  startling  colour — a  combination  of  burnt  orange 
and  carmine — while  the  open  blooms  carry  more  yellow,  the  general  effect 
being  very  pleasing. 

Mme.  Henri  Gui'lot,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1938).    Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Can.)  reports  moderate  growth,  healthy  foliage  and  floriferousness, 
but  he  dislikes  the  too-flat  open  blooms.    It  has  given  Dr.  Rolph  (3  pi., 

3  yrs.,  Can.)  great  satisfaction.  While  with  him  it  has  not  been  partic- 
ularly free-blooming,  nor  can  the  blooms  boast  of  much  form,  their  vivid 
colour,  the  fine  growth  of  the  plants,  and  the  thick,  glossy  foliage  were  a 
joy  to  see.  Mr.  Taylor's  report  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  corresponds  closely 
with  that  of  Dr.  Rolph,  but  he  considers  that  it  is  at  its  best  in  the  bud 
form  and  that  it  might  well  be  more  prolific.  My  own  notes  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  indicate  general  agreement  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mme.  Jean  Gaujard,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1937).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi., 
3  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  still  in  a  fog  over  this  Rose,  which  I  interpret  as  inability 
to  reach  a  decision  regarding  its  merit.  Mr.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.) 
is  satisfied  with  its  first-year  performance,  admiring  the  salmon-orange 
colour.  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  while  expressing  delight 
with  the  form  and  colour  of  the  blooms,  says  they  are  too  few  in  number 
and  that  the  plant  is  much  too  weak  for  his  liking.  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  enthusiastic  over  the  quality  of  blooms  produced  but 
says  they  are  too  few  in  number.  In  the  course  of  the  past  few  years,  I 
have  had  four  plants  of  it  but  they  all  steadily  deteriorated  and  ultimately 
died.    I  did  admire  the  colour  and  form  of  the  blooms,  however. 

Mme.  Lucien  Perrier,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi., 
Can.)  reports  a  good  shapely  bush,  free  of  disease,  but  he  omits  any  refer- 
ence to  the  blooms  which  in  catalogues  are  described  as  coppery-red. 

Madge  Whipp,  H.T.  (Bees,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (8  pi.,  2  yrs.,  1  pi., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  risks  his  reputation  by  proclaiming  it  to  be  the  best  red  variety 
in  his  garden  in  early  season.  He  calls  it  excellent,  and  Messrs.  Mc- 
Kechnie (1  pi.,  1  yr.;  1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Raymond  (9  pi.,  Mult.)  agree, 
referring  to  production,  health  and  to  the  large  substantial  blooms  which 
last  a  week  on  the  stem.  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  has  seen  the 
error  of  his  ways  and  he  now  submits  a  favourable  report.  He  considers 
that  this  Rose  should  have  full  sun.  My  own  results  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.) 
continue  to  be  quite  satisfactory. 

Major  Shelley,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond 
reports  a  very  charming  colour  but  scant  bloom  production. 

Majorca,  H.T.  (Dot,  1938).  Mr.  Hatton  (6  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  still 
has  no  liking  for  it,  while  Mr.  Raymond  (9  pi.,  Can.)  describes  it  as  one  of 
the  best — beautiful  colour,  vigorous  growth  and  healthy  foliage.  My 
own  experience  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  prompts  me  to  agree  with  Mr.  Ray- 
mond although  growth  has  only  been  moderate. 

Mama  Pechtold,  (H.T.,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.;  2  pi., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  likes  the  free-flowering,  vigorous,  healthy  plants  and  the 
well-formed  blooms  of  pink  shaded  salmon,  while  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.) 
objects  to  the  colour  which  he  describes  as  poor. 

Marie-Claire,  H.T.  (Meilland,  1938).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
is  enamoured  of  the  beautiful  orange-red  buds  and  somewhat  lighter 
shaded  blooms.    He  regards  it  as  promising. 
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McGredy's  Salmon,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1940).  It  failed  in  its  first 
year  to  catch  an  approving  nod  from  either  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pi.,  1  yr., 
Mult.)  or  Mr.  Raymond  (5  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.).  Mr.  Mansz  reports  that 
his  one  plant  died  without  a  struggle,  but  Messrs.  Hatton  (6  pi.,  2  and 
3  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Taylor  (3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.),  while  admitting  low, 
sprawling  growth,  are  fond  of  the  fresh  colour  and  the  fragrance  of  the 
blooms. 

Minna  Kordes,  H.  Poly.  (Also  known  as  World's  Fair)  (Kordes, 
1938).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  avers  that  this  Rose  should  be 
re-classified  as  a  Hybrid  Tea.  Although  it  produces  some  gloriously 
velvety,  blackish-crimson  flowers  at  times  and  a  few  poor  reddish  blooms 
in  midsummer,  it  is  not  a  free  bloomer.  He  rates  it  as  worth  having  but 
not  important.  After  losing  two  plants  Mr.  Patton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
reports  vigorous  growth  in  the  survivor  which  has  borne  fairly  freely  its 
richly  coloured  blooms.  In  cool  autumn  weather  the  blooms  last  a  week 
without  loss  of  colour.  The  report  of  Mr.  Raymond  closely  parallels 
that  of  Mr.  Patton,  while  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  I  (2  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.)  echo  the  views  of  Mr.  Hatton. 

Miss  America,  H.T.  (Nicolas,  1938).  Discarded  by  Mr.  Hatton 
after  five  years  because  of  blackspot  susceptibility  and  of  mediocre  blooms, 
Messrs.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  McKechnie  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Multl), 
Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  Taylor  (6  pi.,  5  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  I  (3  pi., 
5  yrs.,  Mult.)  are  agieed  that,  while  the  growth  is  strong  and  the  foliage 
healthy,  the  blooms  are  coarse  and  generally  of  an  indefinite  and  un- 
attractive creamy-pink  colour.  A  certain  percentage  of  the  very  full 
blooms  fail  to  open  cleanly. 

Moonglow,  L.C.  (Brownell,  1937).  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  is  dissatisfied  with  his  growth  but  admires  the  blooms  which  were 
produced  quite  freely  on  a  four-foot  plant.  The  ivory  shade  deepens  to 
a  buff  at  the  centre  of  the  bloom  but  he  observed  some  burning  and  the 
petals  do  not  drop,  necessitating  frequent  removal  of  spent  flowers. 

Mother,  H.T.  (B.  R.  Cant,  1939).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.) 
reports  large,  fragrant,  semi-single  white  blooms  and  good  foliage  on 
plants  of  vigorous  growth. 

Mrs.  M.  H.  Horvath,  H.T.  (Horvath,  1942).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi., 
1  yr.,  Mult.)  describes  this  as  an  improved  Joanna  Hill,  producing  plenty 
of  attractive  blooms  on  strong,  healthy  plants.  He  is  very  favourably 
impressed. 

/  Mrs.  Oliver  Ames,  H.T.  (Verschuren,  1941).  Mr.  Hatton  (20  pi., 
1  yrs.,  Mult.)  likes  the  cream-coloured,  nicely  formed  blooms  with  their 
elusive  tea  fragrance,  but  some  of  the  stems  were  weak  in  the  neck  and  the 
blooms  were  too  few  in  number. 

,.,  Mrs.  Oswald  Lewis,  H.T.  (Frank  Cant,  1936).  While  this  Rose  is 
too  old  for  The  Clearing  House  it  won  a  Gold  Medal  at  Bagatelle  a  few 
years  ago  and  I  have  ordered  it  on  three  separate  occasions  but  have  not 
yet  succeeded  in  obtaining  it- — always  the  same  answer,  viz.,  "Sold  out." 
Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  reports  favourably  on  both  plant  character- 
istics and  bloom. 

Mrs.  Verschuren,  H.T.  (Also  known  as  "R.M.S.  Queen  Mary") 
(Verschuren,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (8  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  boldly  declares  his 
love  for  this  lady  but  accuses  her  of  being  stingv,  an  appraisal  in  which 
Messrs.  Hatton  (20  pi.,  4  yrs.,  R.R.),  Patton  (5  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.),  Selwood 
(1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Dr.  Rolph  (3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  concur.  Mr. 
McKechnie  (4  pi.,  2  and  3  yrs.,  R.R.  and  Can.)  records  poor  growth  and 


76 


THE  ROSE  SOCIETY  OF  ONTARIO 


severe  mildew,  with  bloom  production  in  June  satisfactory  but  very  sparse 
thereafter.  Mr.  Tayloi  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Can.)  and  I  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  are 
distinctly  disappointed.  We  have  both  watched  with  pain  the  gradual 
deterioration  of  the  plants  with,  of  course,  a  corresponding  decline  in 
bloom  production. 

Mrs.  Walter  Brace,  H.T.  (Beckwith,  1939).    Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Raymond  (10  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  unite  in  praise  of  this 
Rose,  stressing  vigorous,  symmetrical  growth,  healthy  foliage,  and  vivid, 
rose-cerise  blooms  of  ideal  shape. 

Mrs.  William  Sprott,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1938).    Mr.  Patton  (1  pi., 

3  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  I  (2  pi.,  2  and  3  yrs.,  Can.,  Mult.)  share  the  view  that 
this  dainty  lady  is  somewhat  tender,  he  having  lost  two  plants  and  I  one. 
The  survivors  suffered  severely,  were  slow  in  making  recovery,  and  per- 
formance was  less  satisfactory  than  in  1940.  The  soft  yellow  blooms, 
however,  are  beautiful  and  they  carry  a  seductive  tea  scent.  Mr.  Mansz 
(1  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  delighted  with  it,  remarking  that  it  improves  with 
each  year.  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  blows  both  hot  and 
cold  but  has  little  real  enthusiasm  for  it.  Mr.  Selwood  (2  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  says  it  is  maintaining  its  good  record  with  him.  He  believes  it 
requires  generous  feeding  for  satisfactory  results. 

Neige  Parfum,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1939).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  refers  to  large,  loosely-formed,  delightfully  scented  flowers  produced 
in  abundance  on  strong,  healthy  plants.  The  overpowering  fragrance 
reminds  him  of  white  hyacinths.  Fault:  poor  form  and  occasional  black 
centres. 

Nonin,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is 
not  very  optimistic  about  this  Rose  although  he  admits  a  few  nicely  shaped 
blooms  on  a  satisfactory  plant. 

Nottingham,  H.T.  (Robinson,  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  is 
an  ardent  admirer,  enumerating  among  its  virtues  beautiful  bud  form, 
pleasing  orange-yellow  colour,  heavy,  red  stems,  disease  resistance  and 
unusual  vigour.    He  predicts  that  it  will  make  friends  easily. 

Numa  Fey,  H.T.  (Richard,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is 
intrigued  by  the  perfectly  formed,  coral-salmon  buds  and  blooms  which 
are  freely  produced  on  good  plants. 

Orange  Nassau,  H.T.  (Spek,  1939).  I  suspect  that  Messrs.  Dufton 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  and  Hatton  (3  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  hold  similar  opinions 
regarding  this  Rose.  They  both  emphasize  the  spectacular,  arresting 
colour  of  the  young  blooms,  but,  while  the  charitable  Mr.  Dufton  apol- 
ogetically refers  to  the  growth  as  moderate,  Mr.  Hatton,  with  brutal 
frankness,  declares  it  to  be  miserable.  Moreover,  the  colour  is  very 
fleeting  and  the  blooms  lacking  in  form. 

Orange  Triumph,  Poly.  (Kordes,  1937).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  regards  it  as  an  excellent  Rose  with  huge  clusters  of  good-looking 
little  flowers.  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  praises  its  tremendous 
capacity  for  work  but  points  out  that  the  colour  is  brick-red,  not  orange, 
and  that  it  burns  badly  in  periods  of  extreme  heat.  Mr.  Raymond  (2  pi., 
Mult.)  having  in  mind,  no  doubt,  its  tendency  to  burn  in  hot  weather, 
advises  planting  it  in  partial  shade  and  giving  it  plenty  of  water.  ^  Dr. 
Rolph,  Mr.  Taylor  and  I,  agreeing  with  the  above  reports,  add  that  it  has 
to  be  carefully  placed  to  avoid  colour  clashes  with  its  neighbors.  It  should 
be  massed  by  itself  for  the  most  pleasing  effect. 

Patrick  Anderson,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1938).  It  has  not  yet  presented 
Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  with  a  decent  bloom  but,  with  char- 
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acteristic  patience,  he  will  give  it  one  more  chance  to  justify  its  retention. 
Mr.  Patton  has  discarded  it  because  of  sparse  bloom  and  objectionable 
colour,  and  I  am  considering  following  a  similar  course  for  the  same 
reasons. 

Pearl  S.  Buck,  H.T.  (Kordes,  1939).  Mr.  Hatton's  plants  (9  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.)  have  deteriorated  and  there  were  few  blooms  fit  to  cut  in 
1941.  He  cannot  resist  the  exceptional  fragrance,  however,  and  is  appar- 
ently willing  to  tolerate  other  shortcomings  on  that  account.  Mr.  Patton 
(2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  while  admitting  a  fair  number  of  presentable,  buff- 
orange,  fragrant  blooms,  says  he  prefers  Lady  Cahn. 

Peggy  Ann  Landon,  L.C.  (Brownell,  1938).  Profuse  bloom  on  a 
ten-foot  plant  was  my  reward  in  June.  The  buds  are  a  beautiful,  deep 
orange  shade  but  the  open  blooms  fade  quickly  and  are  disappointing. 
So  much  promise  and  so  little  fulfilment!  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.) 

Poinsetta,  H.T.  (Howsrd  &  Smith,  1938).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.),  Hatton  (3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.),  Raymond  (9  p.,  Mult.)  and 
Taylor  (6  pi.,  3  yrs.,  R.R.)  group  themselves  into  the  traditional,  semi- 
circular quartette  formation  and  lift  their  voices  in  an  harmonious  hymn 
of  praise.  They  laud  the  tall  vigorous  growth,  the  healthy  foliage,  the 
brilliant,  unfading  scarlet  colour  and  the  long  shapely  buds  in  double 
fortissimo  tones,  but,  by  way  of  contrast,  refer  to  bloom  production  in 
soft,  pianissimo  tones  which  fade  out  completely  before  the  subject  of 
fragrance  is  reached.  A  heckler  appears  in  the  form  of  Mr.  Patton  whose 
four  plants — two  in  1940  and  two  in  19.41 — lost  their  will  to  live  before 
producing  a  bloom.  He  is  impressed  by  the  fanfare,  however,  and  will 
risk  another  modest  investment  after  recovery  from  income  tax  depression. 

Poulsen's  Copper,  H.  Poly.  (Poulsen,  1940).    Messrs.  Hatton  (3  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Taylor  (6  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  are  both  undecided  about 
the  merits  of  this  variety.  The  fragrant,  copper-pink  blooms  with  yellow 
centres,  produced  freely  on  rather  poor  plants,  fade  promptly  to  a  warm 
pink. 

Poulsen's  Pink,  H.  Poly.  (Poulsen,  1939).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  and  I  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  both  find  the  colour  washy  and  uninter- 
esting although  the  plant  characteristics  are  satisfactory.  Mr.  Taylor 
(12  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  can  tolerate  the  colour  and  he  likes  the  variety  for 
its  good  constitution  and  floriferousness. 

Poulsen's  Yellow,  H.  Poly.  (Poulsen,  1938).    Mr.  Hatton  (6  pi., 

3  yrs.,  Mult.)  has  a  good  word  for  the  lovely  buds  but  criticizes  the  rapid 
fading  of  colour  and  the  poor  foliage.  Mr.  Patton,  faithful  to  the  end, 
still  loves  this  Rose,  particularly  the  buds  with  their  long,  feathered  sepals 
and  the  glossy  foliage  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.^  Mult.).  He  reluctantly  admits  that 
the  yellow  colour  is  not  long  retained,  however.  Dr.  Rolph  and  Mr. 
Taylor  (6  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  both  express  disappointment  although  they 
agree  with  other  critics  with  respect  to  the  daintiness  of  the  colourful  buds. 
They  complain  of  weak  growth  and  of  blackspot.  I  find  (2  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  the  growth  tall  and  erect,  and  bloom  production  satisfactory,  but 
the  foliage  is  susceptible  to  both  blackspot  and  rust. 

President  Ferier,  H.T.  (Gau^jard,  1938).  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi., 
Can.)  approves  of  the  vigorous,  symmetrical  plants  and  the  healthy 
foliage  but  omits  to  mention  the  blooms. 

Prince  Berahard,  H.T.  (Van  Rossem,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.),  Hatton  (3  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.),  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  and 
Taylor  (12  pi.,  3  yrs.)  are  agreed  upon  its  mediocrity — just  an  ordinary 
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red  Rose  whose  defects  offset  the  bright  colour  which  is  its  outstanding 
virtue. 

Princess  Amadee  de  Broglie,  H.T.  (Mallerin,  1937).  Mr.  McKechnie 
(2  pi.,  1  and  2  yrs.,  Can.)  considers  this  to  be  an  improved  Mev.  G.  A. 
Van  Rossem,  with  similar  but  more  vivid  colouring  and  more  distinct 
veining.  He  find  it  an  interesting  Rose  for  garden  decorative  purposes 
but  the  blooms  are  usually  of  poor  form. 

Princess  Beatrix,  H.T.  (Buisman,  1940).  Messrs.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  lyr., 
Can.)  and  Raymond  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  join  hands  and  exhaust  their 
vocabularies  in  extolling  the  virtues  of  this  Rose — gorgeous,  terra-cotta 
colour,  ideal  form,  healthy,  dark  green  foliage,  vigorous  growth,  colourful 
red  stems,  fruity  fragrance.  After  casting  an  eye  on  this  Rose  in^Mr. 
Duf ton's  garden  I  immediately  placed  it  on  my  order  list. 

Princess  Marina,  H.T.  (Robinson,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond  (10  pi., 
Mult.)  remarks  dryly:  "Fair  flower  but  too  weak  in  stem,"  and  I,  after 
losing  two  plants  in  the  last  three  years,  find  the  buds  charming  as  to  both 
colour  and  form,  the  open  blooms  fair  only,  and  the  growth  weak. 

Profusion,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1939).  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
reports  splendid  performance  in  spite  of  an  attack  of  blackspot.  /He 
values  it  highly  on  account  of  its  willingness  to  work  as  well  as  because'' of 
the  attractiveness  of  its  coppery-carmine  blooms.  Mr.  Raymond  (5'  pi., 
Mult.)  admits  its  free-blooming  propensities  but  cannot  work  up  much 
enthusiasm  for  it. 

Radio,  H.T.  (Dot,  1937).  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.)  thinks 
that  it  has  merit  as  a  garden  decorative  variety  because  of  profusion  of 
bloom  on  strong,  healthy  bushes.  The  blooms  are  yellow  with  a  peculiar 
red  flecking,  but  they  lack  form. 

Ramon  Bach,  H.T.  (Dot,  1938).  In  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Raymond 
(4  pi.,  Mult.)  this  is  a  good  bedder,  producing  plenty  of  its  reddish-orange 

blooms. 

Rex  Anderson,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1938).  Mr.  Mansz  (2  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  reports  that  his  plants  grew  and  bloomed  well  and  he  considers 
Rex  Anderson  the  best  white  variety.  Mr.  McKechnie  (2  pi.,  1  and 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  also  had  strong  growth  but  very  few  blooms.  He  will  persist 
with  it,  however,  because  of  the  occasional  magnificent  bloom  which 
appears.  While  Mr.  Patton's  results  (1  pi.,  5  yrs.,  Mult.)  have  not  been 
very  satisfactory  he  will  try  it  on  Canina  before  giving  up.  Mr.  Selwood 
(2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  reports  an  improvement  over  1940  performance, 
particularly  in  bloom  production.  Both  he  and  Mr.  Patton  speak  with 
respect  and  admiration  of  the  massive  exhibition  blooms.  With  me 
(1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  this  Rose  does  not  earn  the  space  which  it  occupies. 

1  admit  the  high  quality  of  the  blooms  when  weather  conditions  are 
favourable  but  it  is  a  long  time  between  thrills. 

Rome  Glory,  H.T.  (Aicardi,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
records  satisfactory  growth  and  healthy  foliage  but  adds  that  this  Rose 
is  at  its  best  in  the  autumn.  Performance  for  Mr.  Mansz  (2  pi.,  4  yrs., 
Mult.)  has  improved  and  he  is  fond  of  the  blooms.    Mr.  Patton  (2  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  convinced  that  this  Rose  is  not  for  outdoor  culture.  His 
blooms  refuse  to  open  cleanly  in  cool  weather  and  fade  to  an  ugly  magenta 
shade  in  periods  of  heat.  Moreover,  the  foliage  is  very  susceptible  to 
mildew — this  leaves  only  its  fragrance  on  the  credit  side.  Mr.  Raymond 
(6  pi.,  Can.,  2  pi.,  Mult.)  says  it  does  well  on  Canina,  producing  more 
( ontinuously  larger  flowers  of  deeper  colour.    (Mr.  Patton  please  note.) 
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His  foliage  also  suffers  from  mildew.  Mr.  Taylor  (6  pi.,  4  yrs.,  Mult.) 
complains  of  its  weak  foliage  and  of  loss  of  colour  but  refers  approvingly 
to  the  form  and  substance  of  the  blooms,  and  to  the  vigour  of  the  plants. 
My  one  plant  (Mult.)  winter-killed  and  I  shall  not  bother  to  replace  it. 

Rosaleen  Dunn,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1939).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  and  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  unite  in  condemning  this 
Rose,  the  former  on  account  of  dull,  unattractive  colour,  and  the  latter 
because  of  poor  growth  and  malformation  of  blooms. 

Rose  Bampton,  H.T.  (Van  Rossem,  1940).  Mr.  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrsi, 
Mult.)  had  strong  growth  and  healthy  foliage  but  he  dislikes  the  blooms, 
particularly  the  blue  tint  in  the  red  colour.  He  does  not  consider  it 
important. 

Rose  d'Or,  H.T.  (Gaujard,  1940).  This  is  not  Mr.  Hatton's  idea  of 
a  good  yellow  Rose  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.).  He  is  critical  of  the  leggy, 
thorny  plants  and  of  the  rapid  fading  of  colour.  His  plants  also  joined 
the  nudist  cult  in  September. 

Rosenelfe,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes,  1938).  Mr.  Patton  lost  his  plants  and 
he  is  undecided  as  to  whether  or  not  ne  will  replace  them,  which  seems 
significant  of  his  attitude  toward  the  Rose.  Mr.  Raymond  (10  pi.,  Mult.) 
objects  to  the  fading  of  colour  but  admits  the  beauty  of  the  buds.  For 
Dr.  Rolph  it  does  not  bloom  sufficiently  for  a  member  of  its  class  although 
he  admires  the  clean,  pink  colour.  Mr.  Taylor  records  moderate  vigour 
(6  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  he  considers  the  buds  and  young  blooms  very 
attractive  but  says  they  lose  their  appeal  when  the  fading  commences. 
Moreover,  the  blooms  fail  to  drop  their  dead  petals.  My  own  experience 
(1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  indicates  agreement  with  Dr.  Rolph. 

Royal  Visit,  H.T.  (Eddie,  1939).  Mr.  Beare  (11  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.) 
reports  moderate  vigour  and  beautiful,  healthy  foliage.  He  considers 
that  bloom  production  was  satisfactory  for  first-year  plants,  and,  while 
the  buds  are  of  exquisite  form  and  colour,  they  open  into  flat  blooms. 
The  colour  passes  from  deep  orange  in  the  buds  to  a  softer  coral-apricot 
in  the  mature  blooms.  He  considers  it  a  promising  bedder.  Mr.  Mansz 
(1  pi.,  Mult.)  was  unfortunate  in  losing  his  plant  before  the  blooming  period. 

Ruth  Alexander,  CI.  H.T.  (Wilbur,  1937).  Mr.  Hatton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs., 
Mult.)  is  fond  of  the  beautiful,  large,  fragrant  blooms  and  the  attractive, 
glossy  foliage,  but  his  plants  freeze  back  badly  in  winter.  He  considers 
that  it  is  not  suitable  for  the  north-eastern  portion  of  the  Continent.  The 
exceedingly  beautiful,  deep  orange  and  peach-red  buds  and  blooms  warm 
Mr.  Selwood's  heart  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.).  He  also  refers  in  tones  of  pride 
and  affection  to  the  grand,  healthy  foliage  and  the  heavy  fragrance.  It 
is  apparently  at  home  in  British  Columbia. 

Sam  McGredy,  H.T.  (McGredy,  1937).  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs., 
Mult.)  declares  it  to  be  unworthy  of  its  name.  Poor  plants  and  scarcity 
of  bloom  combine  to  relegate  it  to  obscurity.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can.)  says  significantly  that  it  holds  no  charm  for  him. 

Scarlet  Queen,  H.T.  (Kordes,  1939).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
reports  vigorous  healthy  and  floriferous  plants  and  loosely-formed,  scarlet 
blooms  which  are  quite  pleasing. 

Silver  Jubilee,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton  (4  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can.),  Hatton  (3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.),  McKechnie 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  and  I  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  all  record  only  moderate 
vigour  and  scarcity  of  bloom.  Mr.  Hatton  did  not  like  the  few  blooms 
produced  while  the  other  reporters  admire  their  substance  form  and  clean, 
creamy-yellow  colour. 
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Smiles,  H.  Poly.  (Nicolas,  1937).  Despite  somewhat  weak  growth 
and  soft  foliage  Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  still  loves  it.  Mr.  Hatton 
has  discarded  it  because  of  blackspot,  while  I  (3  pi.,  5  yrs.,  Mult.)  find  the 
growth  only  fair,  the  foliage  susceptible  to  both  blackspot  and  rust,  and 
the  colour  fleeting.  Mr.  Raymond's  report  (10  p.,  Mult.)  coincides  with 
my  own. 

Snow  White,  H.T.  (Dot,  1938).  While  not  very  numerous  Mr. 
Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  receives  a  thrill  from  each  of  the  magnificent, 
deep,  specimen  blooms  which  appear  from  time  to  time.  Mr.  Raymond 
(2  pi.,  Can.)  is  dissatisfied  with  the  colour  which,  with  him,  comes  spotted 
with  pink.  I  regard  it  as  a  first-class,  fragrant  exhibition  Rose  which  is 
sufficiently  free  to  have  garden  value  as  well  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.). 

Sweetness,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1937).  In  two  years  it  has  accomplished 
nothing  for  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  while  Mr.  McKechnie  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  still  very  fond  of  the  beautiful  blooms  but  is  critical  of  the 
plant  habit,  the  tendency  being  to  produce  one  very  strong  cane  at  the 
expense  of  others.  Mr.  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Can.)  is  quite  happy  about  it. 
He  considers  the  colour  attractive,  the  form  acceptable  and  the  plants 
free  of  disease. 

The  Bishop,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1937).  Messrs.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  1  yr.) 
and  Raymond  (9  pi.,  Mult.)  both  report  strong  growth,  healthy  foliage 
and  an  abundance  of  attractive  red  blooms. 

The  Doctor,  H.T.  (Howard  &  Smith,  1939).    Mr.  Dufton  (7  pi., 

1  and  2  yrs.,  Can.)  appraises  it  as  a  fair  garden  variety.  His  growth  was 
only  moderate  and  the  foliage  none  too  healthy.  Mr.  Hatton  (50  p., 
2-4  yrs.,  Mult,  and  R.R.)  is  enamoured  of  the  large,  fragrant,  clean  pink 
blooms  and  his  growth  is  improving.  Messrs.  Patton  (3  pi.,  2-3  years., 
R.R.),  Raymond  (6  pi.,  Mult.,  4  pi.,  Can.),  and  Selwood  (1  pi.,  3  yrs., 
Can.)  agree  with  Mr.  Hatton,  but  at  times  Mr.  Selwood's  large  blooms 
hang  their  heavy  heads.  Mr.  Raymond  suggests  generous  feeding  and 
ample  water  for  best  results.  For  Dr.  Rolph  and  Mr.  McKechnie  it  is 
a  complete  failure,  with  pitifully  weak  growth.  My  one  remaining  plant 
(2  yrs.,  R.R.)  did  well  in  June  but  not  thereafter.  The  blooms,  however, 
were  breath-taking.  I  would  like  to  see  better  growth  and  am  planting 
more  stock  on  Canina. 

Vainqueur,  H.T.  (Heizmann,  1937).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
is  delighted  with  its  vigorous,  upright  growth,  healthy  foliage,  and  generous 
production  of  well-formed,  crimson  blooms. 

Van  Rossem's  Jubilee,  H.T.  (Van  Rossem,  1937).    Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Can.)  likes  the  colour  of  the  blooms,  also  the  vigorous,  productive 
plants,  but  his  foliage  suffered  severely  from  blackspot.  Mr.  Raymond 
(6  pi.,  Can.),  who  also  admires  the  colour,  observed  no  evidence  of  disease. 

Vera  Allen,  H.T.  (Dickson,  1939).    Mr.  Patton  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 

is  pleased  with  the  colour  combination  of  soft  pink,  cream  and  orange, 
and  with  the  form  of  the  blooms,  but  his  growth  was  weak.    Mr.  Hatton 

3  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  insists  that  the  growth  is  strong  and  that  bloom  pro- 
duction is  high  but  he  considers  the  blooms  mediocre  in  quality.  Take 
your  choice! 

Ville  de  Saverne,  H.T.  (Heizmann,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond  (3  pi., 
Mult.)  had  strong,  healthy  plants  with  large  blooms  posesssing  good 
lasting  qualities.  In  its  first  year  with  me  my  one  plant  made  only 
moderate  growth  but  the  brownish-yellow  buds  and  blooms  were  very 
striking  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.).    I  am  hopeful! 
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Violinista  Costa,  H.T.  (Xadal,  1937).  Messrs.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.),  Mansz  (1  pi.,  5  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Raymond  (5  pi.,  Can.)  all  agree 
that  this  is  a  vigorous,  hard-working  producer  of  attractive,  deep  pink 
blooms. 

Walter  Bentley,  H.T.  (Robinson,  1938).  Disappointment  is  recorded 
by  Messrs.  Dufton  (6  pi.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.),  Patton  (2  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.), 
Selwood  (2  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  and  Dr.  Rolph.  Mr.  Dufton  had  three 
plants  winter-killed,  and,  while  June  performance  was  poor,  he  had  some 
marvellous,  high-centred  blooms  of  sparkling  colour  in  the  autumn. 
Mr.  Patton  growls  about  split  centres  but  will  persist  with  it  because  of 
the  occasional  perfect  specimen  which  appears.  Dr.  Rolph  complains  of 
poor  colour  and  indifferent  growth  while  Mr.  McKechnie  is  dissatisfied 
with  his  first-year  results.  Mr.  Mansz  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.)  is  very  pleased, 
recording  satisfactory  growth  and  blooms  of  high  quality.  For  Mr. 
Raymond  (12  pi.,  Can.)  it  has  been  a  constant  delight.  His  plants,  which 
were  well  watered  and  fed,  were  vigorous,  healthy,  and  productive  of 
sensational,  massive  blooms.  While  I  lost  two  plants  from  winter  damage 
the  one  survivor  made  fairly  good  growth  and  there  was  no  disease.  At 
their  best  the  blooms  are  of  unbelievable  grandeur  but  many  of  them  are 
disappointing.    Tricky  but  interesting! 

White  Aachen,  H.  Poly.  (Western  Rose  Co.,  1937).  Mr.  Raymond 
(10  pi.,  Mult.)  considers  this  sport  of  Gruss  an  Aachen  to  be  superior  to 
Snowbank. 


POT-POURRI 

By  Mrs.  A.  C.  McMaster 

(Editor's  Note  : — We  are  grateful  to  Mrs.  McMaster  for  her  response 
to  our  request  for  a  recipe  for  pot-pourri,  about  the  preparation  of  which 
we  have  received  several  enquiries.) 

In  Canada  pot-pourri  is  so  easy  to  make  that  it  is  sur- 
prising to  find  so  many  of  our  Rose  growers  depriving  them- 
selves of  its  delights.  For  the  benefit  of  those  who  are 
unfamiliar  with  procedure  the  following  suggestions  are 
offered. 

It  is  well  to  use  the  petals  of  the  second  blooming  of 
Roses,  as  the  appearance  of  this  crop  is  usually  co-incidental 
with  the  lovely,  fragrant  blooms  of  lavender.  Do  not  tear 
the  petals  from  the  blooms  but  rather  collect  fallen  petals 
from  your  bouquet,  drying  them  on  wrapping  paper  placed, 
preferably,  on  a  radiator.  As  the  petals  dry  sprinkle  them 
well  with  orris  powder  and  stir  them  about  to  dry  thoroughly, 
after  which  add  the  lavender  whose  blue  shade  brings  out  the 
lovely  colouring  of  the  Rose  petals.  A  pot-pourri  jar,  with 
a  perforated  top,  will  lend  an  old-world  atmosphere  to  the 
living  room  and  will  delight  early  Victorian  friends. 
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3n  JHemortum 

The  Society  has  sustained  another  loss  of  major  pro- 
portions in  the  passing  of  Mr.  Seely  B.  Brush,  who  for  over 
twenty  years  had  held  the  office  of  Honourary  Treasurer,  and 
who,  despite  his  advanced  age,  had  continued  active  in  the 
direction  of  the  Society's  affairs  until  about  five  years  ago. 
Notwithstanding  his  ninety-three  years  Mr.  Brush  maintained 
a  lively  interest  in  Roses  and  in  his  other  recreation,  lawn 
bowling,  until  the  end  although  during  the  year  preceding  his 
death  his  activities  were  somewhat  curtailed  by  failing  health. 
Those  of  us  who  were  privileged  to  serve  with  the  late  Mr. 
Brush  on  the  Board  of  Directors  will  long  remember  his 
courageous,  confident  and  optimistic  outlook  when  matters  of 
policy  were  under  consideration,  especially  when  he  thought 
some  of  his  colleagues  were  hampering  the  Society's  usefulness 
and  progress  by  an  attitude  of  undue  caution  and  conserv- 
atism. In  this  connection  he  was  looked  upon  as  "our  oldest 
young  man."  It  is  interesting,  also,  to  recall  the  firmness 
and  vigour  with  which  he,  as  guardian  of  the  treasury,  would 
on  occasions  oppose  proposed  actions  which  he  considered 
prejudicial  to  the  Society's  financial  position.  Mr.  Brush 
was  widely  known  amongst  Rose  growers,  both  amateur  and 
professional,  and  his  positive  personality  commanded  universal 
respect.  His  passing  is  recorded  with  deep  regret  and  his 
memory  will  linger  long  with  those  of  us  who  were  so  closely 
associated  with  him. — The  Editor. 
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O,  sweet  and  gentle  Rose!  oft  have  I  seen 
Thy  petals  sparkle  with  bright  drops  of  dew, 
And  these  expanding  from  their  caves  pursue 

The  morning  sun,  to  form  a  misty  screen, 

Masking  his  amorous  glance  thy  form  between. 
Thus  Nature  thwarts  assault  upon  thy  bloom 
With  diaphane  fresh  woven  on  God's  loom — 

A  fitting  garment  as  becomes  a  queen. 

What  flower  can  storm  the  ramparts  of  the  Rose, 
Break  down  her  beauty,  claim  her  own  more  fair? 
She's  in  the  keeping  of  immortal  gods, 
And  lives  in  safety,  calmness  and  repose. 

Such  vain  attempts  none  has  been  known  to  dare 

In  all  the  world's  historic  periods. 

■ — John  Kendrick  Blogg 

(With  acknowledgment  to  The  Australian  Rose  Annual). 
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MEMBERS*  NOTICE 

The  Constitution,  Rules  and  By-Laws  of  the  Rose 
Society  of  Ontario  are  not  included  in  this  Annual,  as  in 
previous  years.  It  is  planned  to  issue  a  Members'  Hand  Book 
at  a  later  date  which  will  include  the  Constitution,  etc.,  as 
well  as  other  information  pertaining  to  the  Society  and  its 
activities. 

If  any  member  wishes  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  Con- 
stitution, Rules  and  By-Laws  in  the  interval,  the  Secretary 
will  promptly  mail  it  on  application. 


INDEX  TO  ADVERTISERS 

The  attention  of  our  members  is  called  to  the  announce- 
ments on  the  following  pages,  and  the  Society  respectfully 

suggests  their  products  be  considered  when  members  are  in 
the  market  to  purchase. 
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Bland,  James  A.,  Toronto....        103 

Brush,  Seely  B.  &  Co.,  Toronto,  Ont    .......  96 

Brampton  Nursery,  The,  Brampton,  Ont   101 

Brock's  Bird  Seed,  Toronto,  Ont       95 

Canadian  Humas  Products,  Registered,  Toronto.....   94 

Cruickshank,  C.  A.,  Toronto,  Ont     101 

Canadian  Horticulture  and  Home  Magazine,  Oshawa,  Ont    99 

Cedarvale  Tree  Experts,  Toronto,  Ont  ........      101 
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McConnell  Nursery  Co.,  The,  Port  Burwell,  Ont     96 
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Macoomb  Press,  Limited,  The,  Toronto,  Ont    102 

Niagara  Brand  Spray  Co.,  Limited,  Burlington,  Ont  _   93 

Perron,  W.  H.  &  Co.,  Limited,  Montreal,  Que     99 

Pneumatic  Insulation  Co.,  Toronto,  Ont  _   96 

Prudhomme,  C.  H.  &  Son,  Beamsville    95 

Rowancroft  Gardens,  Meadowvale,  Ont   103 

Smith,  E.  D.  &  Sons,  Limited,  Winona,  Ont   91 

Simpson's,  Toronto,  Ont  _   94 

Sheridan  Nurseries,  Limited,  The,  Toronto,  Ont   97 

Stone  &  Wellington,  Toronto,  Ont   101 
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ADVERTISERS 

Advertising  in  the  Rose  Annual  pays. 
It  tells  a  discerning,  buying,  garden- 
minded  public  about  good  goods. 
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EVERYTHING  YOU  NEED 
for  a  BEAUTIFUL  GARDEN! 


1  i> 


"These  are  times 
when  we  should 
cling  to  the  stead- 
fastness of  our  Gar- 
dens. We  must  be 
conscious  of  faith 
in  the  goodness  of 
things. 

We  need  per- 
sonal contact  with 
anything  as  durable 
and  as  incorruptible 
as  the  soil,  the  sun- 
shine and  rain. 

We  need  crops, 
and  we  need  food, 
but  we  should  never 
lose  sight  of  verities 
that  maintain  the 
upward  look  and 
carry  us  through. 

We  must  have 
growing  plants,  that 
are  not  afraid." 

— L.  H.  Bailey 

FOR  60  YEARS — 

we  have  been  growing  and  furnishing  Trees  and  Plants  of 
highest  quality,  to  the  lasting  satisfaction  of  Canada's  Home 
Owners.  MAY  WE  SUPPLY  YOU?  We  are  sure  you 
will  be  pleased. 

We  hope  you  will  visit  our  ROSE  TEST  GARDENS,  and 
our  Nurseries — they  are  open  daily,  and  it  would  be  a 
pleasure  to  greet  you. 

Our  Reference  Guide,  in  natural  colours,  is  10c  to 
Members  who  mention  this  Annual  when  sending  for  it. 

E.  D.  SMITH  &  SONS,  LTD. 

Nurserymen  ROSE  SPECIALISTS  Landscape  Architects 

WINONA  600  Acres  ONTARIO 

(Members  of  Rose  Society  of  Ontario) 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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The  Master  Gardener 

Q  Science    has    proved  that 

Y  ^aySl  certain    food    elements  are 

fc  ^  ~  essential    to    healthy    plant  growth 

.  .  .  has  proved,  too,  that  not  some,  but 
all  of  these  elements  are  absolutely 
necessary  for  optimum  plant  develop- 
ment. The  absence  of  one  element  in 
your  soil  can  make  the  difference  be- 
tween a  champion  and  just  a  plant. 
And  .  .  .  science  has  found  the  answer 
Vigoro.  VIGORO  contains,  in  scientifically 
exact  proportions,  all  the  food  elements  your  plants  must  have. 
Economical  .  .  .  easy  and  safe  to  apply  .  .  .  VIGORO  will  make  your 
plants  better  plants.  VIGORO  will  add  strong,  luxuriant  growth 
to  your  lawn,  too.  Let  the  spring  rains  wash  the  food  right  down 
into  the  roots.  Early  fed  grass  will  come  up  so  thick  it  will  choke 
out  weeds.     VIGORO  can  make  this  a  championship  year  for  you! 

SWIFT  CANADIAN  CO.  LIMITED 


to  deficient  soils 


4500 
BATHURST 
STREET 

(Two  miles  north 
of  Eglinton  Ave.) 

HUDSON 
7667 


TORONTO'S  MOST  CONVENIENT  NURSERY 

Do  your  garden  shopping  at  York  Nurseries.    Old  and  new  patrons 
appreciate   the   dependable    merchandise   and    courteous  service. 
HARDY  GARDEN  PLANTS  PERENNIALS 
ROSES  FRUITS 
SHRUBS  and  TREES  EVERGREENS 
INSECTICIDES  and  FERTILIZERS 


YORK  NURSERIES  LIMITED,  TORONTO 


Th<  -<    advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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mo-Green 


WITH  NICOTINE 

the  leaf-green  ALUN-ONE 
dust  or  spray — 


For  the  careful  rose  grower  Porno- 
Green  with  Nicotine  is  the  one 
Fungicide  and  insecticide  needed. 
Pomo-Green  with  Nicotine  con- 
trols all  the  insects  that  commonly 
prey  upon  roses.  It  prevents  black- 
spot  and  mildew. 

Experienced  growers  of  garden 
roses  rely  upon  Pomo-Green  with 
Nicotine  not  only  because  it  affords 
such  excellent  control  of  pests  and 
fungus,  but  because  it  keeps  the 
leaves  so  green  looking.  Its  leaf- 
green  color  blends  with  the  color 
of  the  foliage. 

Your  seedsmen  have  Pomo-Green 
with  Nicotine  for  you,  or  we  can 
supply  you  direct,  post  paid. 


One  pound  can,  75c 
Five  pound  can,  $3.00 


Approved  by  the 
American  Rose  Society 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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PHONE 

TRinity 


8111 


FOR  ALL  YOUR 
GARDENING 
NEEDS 

Simpson's  Garden  Shop  has 
everything  you  need  to  make 
your  garden  attractive  !  A 
phone  call  will  bring  your 
order  on  the  next  delivery. 
Or  drop  in  at  Simpson's  Gar- 
den Shop  to  see  the  interest- 
ing displays  and  to  get  expert 
advice  on  various  gardening 
problems. 


GARDEN 
SHOP 


ROSES 

thrive  on  soils  conditioned  with 

"HU-MAR" 

"Nature's  Own  Soil  Conditioner  and  Plant  Food" 

"HU-MAR"  consists  of  acid-free,  decomposed  peat 
humus  and  marl,  stored  together  for  centuries  by  Nature. 
It  provides  essential  humus  with  accompanying  soil 
bacteria  and  other  beneficial  constituents  for  plant 
growth. 

Write  for  literature  and  other  details: 
CANADIAN  HUMUS  PRODUCTS  Reg'd. 
100  Adelaide  Street  West  Toronto,  Ont. 


advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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WHEN  ROSES  BLOOM 

You  will  be  glad  you  planted  our 
HARDY  FIELD-GROWN  STOCK 

100  SUPERB  VARIETIES 

ORNAMENTAL  STOCK  OF  ALL  KINDS 


Write  for  Price  List 

C.  H.  PRUDHOMME  &  SON 

Nurserymen 

BEAMSVILLE  ONTAttO 


FREE 


In  Exchange 
for  package 
top  of 
BROCK'S 

Seed  or 
Gravel 
write  Dept.,R.S 
125  George  St.,  Toronto 


THE  COMPLETE 
DIET  FOR  YOUR  CANARY 


BROCK'SS 

\d  TR  EAT  containing  YEAST 


To  choose 
a  Gift  at 
Birks-Ellis-Ryrie 
is  to  choose 
wisely  .  .  . 
suggestions  are 
many  and  varied 

BIRKS-ELLIS-RYRIE 

Yonge  at  Temperance 
Toronto 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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Roses  Need 
Protection 


From    Insects  and 
Fungous  Diseases  APHj^ 

You  can't  expect  your  roses  to 
be  strong  and  healthy  —  you 
can't  expect  them  to  yield 
beautiful  blooms  unless  you 
take  care  of  them  all  during 
the   growing  season. 

If   you    give    your    roses   the     slug  worm 
scientific    protection    of  TRI- 
OGEN   neither   Black  Spot  or 
Mildew   will   defoliate  them— 
insects  will  not  harm  them. 
TRI-OGEN    is    also    a  plant 
stimulant  —   it   promotes  vig- 
orous growth — it  assures  healthy 
foliage  and  blooms.  " 
That's  why  no  other  product  is 
so    highly    recommended  for 
the  care  of   roses  by  profes- 
sional  growers   as   TRI-OGEN  beetle 
is. 

Small  Kit   $1.75 

Medium  Kit  4.50 

La  ge  Kit   6.75  foWM' 

Estate  Kit   22.50  W 

The  most  highly  recom-  black  spot 

mended  Product  of  its  kind. 


MILDEW 


Manufactured  by 

ROSE  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

BEACON,  N.y. 

Canadian  Representative: 

SEELY  B.  BRUSH  &  CO. 

32A  Lowther  Avenue,  Toronto 


Nursery  Products 

ORNAMENTAL 

Hundreds  upon  hundreds  of 
varieties  of  various  deciduous 
and  evergreen  trees,  shrubs, 
vines,  roses,  perennials,  etc., 
will  be  found  growing  here 
in  the  nursery. 

Roses  for  this  spring  are 
scarce  but  we  still  have  a  fair 
supply. 

FRUITS 

Complete  assortment  of  tree 
and  bush  fruits,  strawberry 
plants  and  asparagus  roots. 


56  page  illustrated  catalogue 
free  on  request. 

The 

McCONNELL 

Nursery  Company 
PORT  BURWELL,  ONT. 


Fleece  Line  Your  Home 

PNEUMATIC 
INSULATING 
COMPANY 

Make  your  home  or 
conservatory  comfortable 
summer  or  winter  with 
Rock  -  wool  Insulation 
which  is  Fireproof,  vermin 
proof  and  rodent  proof. 

♦ 

24  ADELAIDE  ST.  E. 

Toronto,  Ont. 
All  phones:  AD.  4191 

Estimates  given  without 
obligation. 


ad   Vwint  one  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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EVERGREENS,  TREES,  SHRUBS 

ROSES 

VINES,  ALPINES,  PERENNIALS 

In  our  catalogue  will  be  found  descriptions  or  an 
extensive  list  of  varieties/  many  of  them  illustrated. 

Copy  mailed  free  on  request. 

The 

SHERIDAN  NURSERIES 

Limited 

Head  Office: 
4  ST.  THOMAS  STREET,  TORONTO  5 

Nurseries : 
SHERIDAN   and   CLARKSON,  ONT. 

Sales  Stations: 
1186  BAY   STREET,  TORONTO 
TORONTO-HAMILTON  HIGHWAY  No.  2  at  Clarkson 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buy  inc. 


97 


"TO  THE  GROWERS  AND  ADMIRERS  OF 
VEGETABLES  AND  FLOWERS— 

we  convey  our  best  wishes,  and,  if  we  can  be  of 
assistance  to  you  we  invite  your  enquiries  and 
prompt  attention  is  assured  you.  On  questions  of 
Insecticides,  Fungicides,  and  Fertilizers  we  invite 
you  to  use 

KING  BUG  KILLER 

KING  4-12-8  PLANT  FOOD 

and  KING  GARDEN  SPRAY 

Best  wishes  from 

KING  CALCIUM  PRODUCTS 

CAMPBELLVILLE  ONTARIO" 


GROWERS  AND  DISTRIBUTORS 

OF  THE 

LATEST  AND  FINEST  ROSES 


SEND  FOR  OUR  ILLUSTRATED  LIST 


EDDIE'S  NURSERIES 

SARDIS,  B.C. 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Shaw  them  preference  in  buying. 
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WEBBS' 

SEEDS 
PLANTS 
SHRUBS 
GARDEN  TOOLS 

Backed  by  a  Century  of 
British  Tradition 

1942  Garden  Annual 
Mailed  Free  on  Request 

EDWARD  WEBB 
&  SONS 

(Canada)  Limited 
145  King  St.  E.  Toronto 


McDonald's 

Maplewood  Roses 

are  grown   in  thousands 
of  Canada's  finest  gardens 
from  coast  to  coast. 

Write  for  our  beautifully 
illustrated  Catalogue. 
It's  free  on  request. 

SEEDS  —  PLANTS 

BULBS 
HORTICULTURAL 
SUNDRIES 


Kenneth  McDonald 
&  Sons  Limited 

Seedsmen  and  Nurserymen 
Ottawa,  Ontario 


ROSES  ARE  WITH  US 
A  SPECIALTY 

1942  CATALOGUE 
ON  REQUEST 

W.  H.  Perron  &  Co.  Ltd. 

Seedsmen  and  Nurserymen 
935  St.  Lawrence  Blvd.  Montreal 


HORTICULTURE 


Read  .  .  . 

"REALM  OF  THE  ROSE" 

A  regular  feature  for  Rose  Growers,  written 
by  A.  J.  Webster,  appearing  in  every  issue. 
Canadian 

HORTICULTURE  &  HOME 

Oshawa,  Ontario  Magazine 
Send  for  free  sample  copy  today. 

Note  our  low  subscription  rates 
2  years  $1.00  1  year  75c 
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SAVE 
REDECORATING 


One  human  characteristic  that  is 
common  to  most  of  us  is  a  dis- 
taste for  a  home,  or  even  one 
room  that  is  upset  for  any  length 
of  time.  The  muss  and  con- 
fusion and  inconvenience  inevit- 
able when  redecorating-  is  ex- 
tremely trying-  ...  but  there 
is  a  way  to  avoid  it. 

As  a  result  of  years  of  experi- 
ence and  research  we  have  de- 
veloped processes  to  clean  wall 
and  ceiling  decorations  like  new 
and  the  surface  stays  fresh  ai  d 
clean  as  when  redecorated. 

Let  us  demonstrate  this  remark- 
able work  on  the  walls  of  your 
home,  church,  club  or  place  of 
business  and  furnish  an  esti- 
mate. 

A.  TEOLIS  LIMITED 

112  Bond  St.,  Toronto. 
ELgin  2405 


Actual  photograph  showing  before  and 
after  using  our  renovating  process. 


Excellent  Stock  of 

TREES,  SHRUBS, 
EVERGREENS, 
ROSES, 

in  great  variety 

Low  in  Price 
No  Agents 
Send  for 
New  Catalogue 


A.  G.  HULL  &  SON 

Central  Nurseries 
ST.  CATHARINES,  ONT. 


THE  HOLLAND  BULB 
GARDENS 

40  Oakmount  Road 
Toronto  9 

FREE  CATALOGUE 

on  Request 
Spring  from  January  1st 
Fall  from  June  1st 
WE  CARRY  ON 


ROSE  BUGS  AND  ANTS 

Completely  exterminated  with 
"DERPO"  .  .  Dampen  plants 
and  dust  on.  Will  not  discolor 
or  burn  flowers  or  shrubs. 
Harmless  to  human  or  animals. 
Prices:  —  V2  lb.  85c;  Pound 

$1.50;  5  lb.  Pail  $6.50 
From  dealers,  or  prepaid  on 
receiot  of  price. 
DERPO  PRODUCTS 
7  Awde  Street  Toronto 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buy'npr. 
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FONTHILL 
ROSES 


CANADIAN  GROWN 
and 

ACCLIMATIZED 


Send  for  ROSE  FOLIO 
also 
our  Book  of 
HARDY  TREES  —  SHRUBS 
EVERGREENS    —  PLANTS 
and  BULBS. 

FRUIT  BOOKLET 

of 

FRUIT  TREES  and 
SMALL  FRUITS 


STONE  & 

WELLINGTON 
Toronto  2 


Employ 
Skilled  Tree  Surgeons  to 
Care  for  Your  Trees 

Planting 
Grafting 


Pruning  -  Spraying 
Cavity  Treatment 


CEDARVALE 
TREE  EXPERTS 

Toronto  -  Hamilton  -  Ottawa 


ROLCUT  PRUNERS 

Famous  easy-cutting  pruners — 
Made  in  England.  Silver 
Medal,  National  Rose  Society. 
Ask  for  special  offer  to  R.S.O. 
members. 

C.  A.  CRUICKSHANK 

Canadian  Distributor 
365  Glengrove  Ave.  W. 
Toronto,  Ont. 


AGAIN  WE  LEAD 

in  the  introduction  of 
sensational 

BETTER  NEW  BERRIES 
AND  VEGETABLES 

EDWARD  LOWDEN 

HAMILTON  ONT. 


ONTARIO  FIELD  GROWN 
ROSES    OUR  SPECIALTY 

123  choice  varieties  of  Hybrid 
Tea,  Polyantha,  Perpetual  and 
Climbers 
Write  for  list  and  prices 

THE  BRAMPTON 
NURSERY 

BRAMPTON,  ONT. 

Established  1930 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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LAYRITZ  NURSERIES  LTD. 

Victoria,  B.C. 

Established  1890 


Largest  Growers  of  Ornamental  Nursery  Stock 
in  Western  Canada 


Fine  Specimen  Conifers,  Rhododendrons,  Azaleas,  Camellias, 
and  many  little  known  varieties. 


ROSES  —  FRUIT  TREES  —  SMALL  FRUITS 

First-Class  at  Lowest  Prices. 
Write  for  Free  Catalogue 


THE  MACOOMB  PRESS  LIMITED 

$> 

Printing 

OF  THE  BETTER  KIND 
Done  Economically  and  Promptly 
364-370  RICHMOND  ST.  WEST,  TORONTO,  CANADA 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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FINEST  IN 
FLOWER  SEEDS 

ANNUALS  and  PERENNIALS 

Interesting  Lists  of 
ROSES  —  LILIES 
GLADIOLUS  —  DAHLIAS 

Send  for  Catalogue 

GEO.  KEITH  &  SONS 

124  King  St.  E.,  Toronto,  Ont. 
Phone  EL.  8970 

Seed  Merchants  since  1866 


Direct  Importers  of 

Genuine  British  Grown 
Rose  Bushes 

Free  Lists  on  Request 


F.  Hogg  Nursery  Co. 

Head  Office: 
8  Cornish  Road,  Toronto 
Telephone:  HYIand  2813 


GROW 
BLAND'S  SWEET  PEAS 

These  seeds  are  all  raised  in  the 
marvellous  climate  of  VAN- 
COUVER ISLAND,  and  for  stamina 
and  germination  cannot  be  ex- 
celled anywhere  in  the  world. 
List  supplied  on  application. 

JAMES  A.  BLAND 

Sweet  Pea  and  Specialist  Grower 

VICTORIA,  B.C.,  CANADA 


ROWANCROFT 
GARDENS 

Meadowvale,  Ont. 
M.  E.  Blacklock 

HARDY  PERENNIAL 
PLANTS  and  SHRUBS 

New  Catalogue  and  Price  List 
on  request. 


SENSATIONAL  NEW 
INTRODUCTIONS 

featuring 
SHAH    JEHAN— the    Iris    of  a 

dozen  colours. 
LOBETA— the  only  Orange  Peony 

of  this  shade. 
Descriptive  catalogue  available 
listing  the  numerous  varieties  of 
Gladiolus,  Irises,  Peonies,  and  other 
bulbs,  shrubs,  Rockery  and  Peren- 
nial plants  we  offer. 

JAMES  SEED  COMPANY 

Lindsay,  Ontario 


ADVERTISERS 

Advertising  in  the  Rose 
Annual  pays.  It  tells  a 
discerning,  buying,  gard- 
enminded  public  about 
good  goods. 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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Come  to  Eaton's  for  your  rose  bushes — we 
take  pride  in  our  hardy  Canadian  grown 
varieties — splendid  Hybrid  Tea  and  climbing 
rose  bushes  in  red,  white,  yellow  or  pink. 
Rose  bushes  to  make  decorative  climbers — 
rose  bushes  to  provide  you  with  beautiful 
cut  flowers — and  our  prices  moderate  as 
usual.  Our  Seed  Department  is  also  famous 
for  No.  1  Government  lawn  grass  seed  mix- 
tures— many  well  known  varieties  that 
should  produce  a  fine,  velvety  lawn! 


Phone  TR.  3311 
Main  Store- 
Fifth  Floor 


These  advertisers  want  our  business.    Show  them  preference  in  buying. 
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Canadian  rose  annual . 
Canadian  Rose  Society 


of  Ontario,  1942. 


Canadian  rose  annual, 

Canadian  Rose  Society  of 
Ontario,  1942. 


Date  Due 
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